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CHRONOLOGY OF © THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 





THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVII[th Century (180: 3), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols.; 
Sir Simonds D’ Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Aimon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., Xe. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 








HISTORY. (SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 


CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. | Vol. 39 & 40...59 Gro. HI. ...... _ 1819 
at BE cvainewes 60 —  ... 1819-20 


Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witt. I. to 34 Geo. II. 


1066-1760 
Second Series. 


man OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 
(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. IIT. to 40 Gro. III. | 
1760-1800 


ae a | Vol. Ttoy -3:.0.-1 “Gon BV. cc: 1820 
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— 27 & 28...54 —- 1813-14 | = r eee 
— 29 to 31...55 _ 1814-15 | (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 
— 45 — 50... 2 ee 1839 
— 51 — 55... 3 eS 1840 
— 56— 58... 4 — (a) 1841 
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OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT-—cont.) 
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84.5 THE CABINET. 
Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY. K.G. 

igg¢ | Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

: Lord Chancellor Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

| First Lord of the Treasury——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. ; 
Secretaries of State : 

S886 Foreign Affairs Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.1. 

[887 Home Department %t. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 

888 Colonial Rt. Hon. JoSeEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 

pee War Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRODRICK. 

L889 India——Rt. Hon. Lord GkorGi HAMILTON. 





890 | Chancellor of the Exchequer Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
9Q-] | First Lord of the Admiralty *t. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 

Lord Lieutenant of [reland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADoGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade- tt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 

nt. Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

gg | Secretary for Scotland tt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

“~ FT President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster {t. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 
First Commissioner of Works Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

892 | President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 
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895 NOT IN THE CABINET. 





Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury tt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 

895 | Financial Secretary to the Treasury-——J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 

15-6 | Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M. P. 

897 Vice-President of the Board of Education Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELDON Gorst, M.P. 
‘ T Secretary to the Admiralty——HuGu O. ARNOLD-ForSTER, Esq., M.P, 








898 area ht: fH. T, ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
899 Lords of the Treasury ~~ \ WiiirAm HAYEs FIsHkr, Esq., M.P. 
899 ‘Vice-Admiral Lord W. T. KERR, K.C.B. 


. E Rear-Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 
900 | Lords of the Admiralty—, Rear-Admiral A. K. WILSON, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moores, C.B., C.M.G. 
900 | Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Ottice-—Viscount CRANBORNE, M.P. 
900 | Parliamentary Secretary, Home Oftice——Re. Hon. JESSE COLLINGs, M.P. 
900 Parliamentary Secretary, Coioniai Office Rt. Uon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentaiy Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
900 | Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——J. GRANT LAwson, Esq., M.P 
90] | Financial Secretary, War Office—Lord Stanley, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. FINLAY, Q.2., M.P. 
901 | S jlicitor-General—— Rt. Hon. E. Carson, Q.0., M.P. 




















vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE -—(Cont.) 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE, 


Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce 
and Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O. 
Vice-Chamberlain Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWEs, M.P. 
Lord Steward Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse His Grace the Duke of PoRTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——Rt. Hon. Earl Howe. 
Master of the Buekhounds——Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM, 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
(General Rt. Hon. Viscount Bripport, G.C.B. (permanent) 
Rt. Hon. Earl of KInTorE, G.C.M.G. 
tt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 




















Lords-in- Waiting 





v 
tt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
tt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
tt. Hon. Lord BAGor, 
SCOTLAND. 
Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
Lord Justice-General Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFour. 
Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, Q.C., M.P. 


Lord Justice Clerk tt. Hon. Lord KINspurGH, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of Montrose, K.T. 











Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 

Solicitor-General——CHARLES Scorr Dickson, Esq., Q.C., M.P. 
IRELAND. 

Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary——Rt. Hon. GEORGE WyNpbnaAM, M.P. 

Under Secretary——Rt. Hon. Sir DAVID HARREL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 





Department of Agriculture and Technical Instructicn 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General— Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P. 

Solicitor-General——Gero. WriGut, Esq. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of MORLEY. 

Clerk of Parliaments——HENry J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq 

Senior Clerks—— 

Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Ofticer of Private Bill Costs 

Peers’ Printed Paper Office A. HARRISON, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs 
TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals W. A. Leicu, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees—J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks——F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GorDoN, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. RoBINsoN, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. Brppubpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Sronor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. 
O. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HOTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant G. KULKES, Esq. 

Copyist—-—Mr. T. A. Court ; Assistant Copyist——Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers Messrs. W. WORFELL, A. A. WORFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
LOCKE, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 











Rh. W. Monro, Esq. 





-E. F. 

















Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 
Messenger Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 





C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 





Examiners for Standing Orders- 
—J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 
Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod Gen. Sir Michael A. 8. BIDDULPH, G.C.B. 
Yeoman Usher— Captain T. D. BUTLER. 
Serjeant-at-Arms——Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O., C,S.I. 





President : The Rt. Hon. the Curer 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.’ vii 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent Mr. J. K. WILLIAMS. 

Shorthand Writer W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F, HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOPP. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLaAcoTT, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SotmMAN, J. B. Forsytu, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATES. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords 


























Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 
Mr. 'T. KENDRICK. 








PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk-Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. Gibsons, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Oftice R. DICKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Oftice——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —F. St. GEORGE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; C. V. Frere, Esq. 
L. T. Le MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoyLy, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HewWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; Horace West, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. : 
Percy A. Bub, Esq.; F. R. WitLtiAMs Wynn, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. BonD, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, i 




















“Sq. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. DAWKINS, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Sins: k. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 
3. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHIpers, Esq.; J. Scorr PorTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W.T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. Gibsons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Billha——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office ——Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Oftice Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. Davir, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Depaty Serjeant——F. R. Gosser, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. Winson, Mr. M. [NGLEFIELD. 

Ottice Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcrarFt, Mr. R. Ropertson, Mr. 
J. Hints, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. Tyr, Mr. R, 
Hossy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistants-——Mr. W 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Mr, J. GLYNN. 


























Postmaster Mr. EpMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper— 

Office Keeper—— Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House fev. Canon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker Hon. E. CHANDOs LEIGH, Q.C., C.B. 

Trainbearer Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger Mr. G. T. VINEY. 

Referee of Private Bills ALFRED BoNHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Librarian t. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian E. G. HARVEY, Esq. : Clerks in 
Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers—— Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 

Vote Office—— 
Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILLICK, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——P. E, Situ, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 






































Printers—— 
Journals——G. E. BRISCOE EYRE, Esq. 
Votes——-J. Bb. NICHOLS, Esq. E 





Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 





Chief {Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons 
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TO 


VOLUME XCI. 


THIRD VOLUME OF SESSION, 1901. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 15rH MARCH, 1901. 


Sat First.—The Lord Ramsay (2. Dalhousie) sat first in Parliament after the 
death of his father 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Prestatyn Water Bill ree nee ordered to attend the Select 
Committee : ~ ss st ad ss aa “2 as 


Elland Gas Bill [{1.L.].—Committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection <i wi oe ie ms an ES 


Albion Steam Coal Company Bill [1.1.]—Freshwater, rang and 
Newport Railway Bill [H.1.]|—Committed = * ; +s 


Charing Cross, Hammersmith and District Electric Railway Bill, 
[H.L.]; King’s Road Railway Bill [1.1..]—Read 2¢ (according to order) .. 


Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water Bill [1.1.]; Handsworth Urban 
District Council Bill [u.L.]; King’s Norton and Northfield Urban 
District Tramways Bill [H.1.]; Llane lly Harbour Bill [H.L.]; Aire and 
Calder Navigation Bill [H.L.]; Bournemouth Corporation Bill [H.1. ]. 
—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following Lords 
be proposed to the House to form the Select Committee for the consider- 
ation of the said Bills, viz. :—E. Scarbrough, E. Carlisle, L. Monteagle 
of Brandon, L. Northbourne, L. Stanmore (chairman) ; agreed to ; 
and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to meet 
on Wednesday next, at Eleven of the clock; and all petitions referred 
to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the 


Bills x +e 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1899.—Report by the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords and the Chairman of 
Ways and Means in the House of Commons, That the General Orders 
not complied with in respect of the following Provisional Orders—Ayr 
County Buildings ; Paisley District Tramways—ought to be dispensed 
with, and the Orders allowed to — Tecan Morey, JAMes W. 
LOWTHER one ow . - ; “a : a : 


Laid betore the House, and ordered to lie on the Table. 








x ' TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
March 15.) 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.—Message from the Commons 
that they have come to the following resolution, to which they desire 
the concurrence of this House: That it is expedient that a Select Com- 
mittee be appointed to join with a Committee of the Lords to consider 
the accommodation available in the House of Lords when the Sovereign 
is personally present in Parliament, and the advisability of substituting 
Westminster Hall on such an occasion for the House of Lords. The 
said Message to be considered on Monday next 


THe ReapInG CLERK AND CLERK OF Ovt-Door ComitTEEs.—The Lord 
Chancellor acquainted the House that by virtue of the power granted 
to him as Lord Chancellor by the Statute 5th George IV., Chapter 82, 
Section 4, he had, on the recommendation of the Lord Chiet Justice, 
appointed Edward Hall Alderson, Esquire, to be their Lordships’ Read- 
ing Clerk and Clerk of Out-door Committees. 

Moved, “ That this House do approve of the appointment of 
Edward Hall Alderson, Esquire, as their Lordships’ Reading Clerk 
and Clerk of Out-door Committees.” 

Lord Tweedmouth Se se bs 
The Chairman of ¢ ‘ommittees ( (The Karl of Morley) 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halshury) 


On Question, resolved in the affirmative. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ARMY :— 
I. Memorandum by Field Marshal Viscount Wolseley, addressed to 
the Marquess of Salisbury, relative to the working of the Order in 
Council of the 21st November, 1895. 
I]. Minutes by the Marquess of Lansdowne and Mr. Brodrick on Lord 
Wolseley’s Memorandum. 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATION (INCORPORATION OF WALLSEND).—Charter of in- 
corporation of the borough of Wallsend, dated 12th March, 1901 : 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


THe War Orrice—Lorp WoLsELEY's MEMORANDUM TO LoRD SALISBURY :— 
Viscount Wolseley 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affair (The Marquess 0 of Lane - 
downe) .. 
The Earl of Northbrook 
Lord Newton 
Earl Spencer ; Ps 
The Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal | (The Marquess of Salis- 
bury) 
The Earl of Rosebery ‘ 
The Lord President of the ¢ ‘oencil (Phe J Duke of Devonshire) 
Lord Tweedmouth 
Viscount Wolseley 5 % “ + -_ - ie 
Moved :—‘** That an humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty for all Papers written by the Viscount Wolseley bearing upon 
certain allegations made by the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
and upon the advice given by the said Viscount when Commander- 
in-Chiet of the Army in regard to the War in South Africa.”—(The 
Viscount Wolseley.) 


On Question, their Lordships divided: Contents, 38 ; Not-Contents, 


2. Resolved in the negative. 
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County Courts (Ireland) Bill. ["1.] [Seconp Reapinc.] 


of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Order 





The Lord Chancellor for Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) .. me ne 45 
Moved, ‘* That the Bill be now read 2a.”—(Lord Ashbourne.) 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2a accordingly, and committed to 
a Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 
House adjourned at five minutes past Seven of the clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 1l5tn MARCH, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
STANDING ORDERS AMENDMENT (By Order).—Standing Order 13 4c read. 
The Chairman of Ways and Means (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumber- 
land, Penrith) ae : «3 ss as ig ie Ls 45 
Standing Order amended, in line 3, by inserting, after the word “ affected,” 
the letter (A). 
In line 5, by inserting, after the word “ county,” the words “ or (B) by 
the provisions of any Bill proposing to authorise the construction or 
reconstruction of any tramway along any main road, or along anv 
other road to the maintenance and repair of which the county council 
contributes, within the administrative county.” 
Standing Order 170A read. 
Mr. J. W. Lowther es iss ae se as sds se ee 46 
Standing Order amended, in line 17, by leaving out, after the word ** substi- 
tute,” the words “ shorter periods for the periods,’ and inserting the 
words *’ a period not exceeding forty-two vears for the period of twenty- 
one years. ’—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 
Great Eastern Railway Bill. (By OrpeEr.) 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) .. - “3 ‘a “a i ‘a . 48 
Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.) Poe et 2 ws Bs i a Sd 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That it be an Instruetion to the Committee, when dealing with 
Clause 10, page 8, line 3, to leave out from * In’ to * thereabouts,’ in 
line 15 (inelusive).”—(Mr. Tully.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Penn (Lewisham) .. 4, eis - by a 48 
Mr. Caine (Cornwall, € tambor ne) i és ea - a a 
Mr. J. W. Lowther .. ig 2% 2“ st a D0 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) .. o - 7 0 ae 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) .. re es x 51 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) .. * D1 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lich field). . 52 
Sir J. Blundell Maple (Camberwell, Dulwich) 32 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 110; Noes, 133. (Division List No. 66.) 
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PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH).—-Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 


thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, namely :—Dorking 
Gas Bill; Midland Railway Bill; Torrington and Okehampton Railway 
Bill ; Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Bill ; Ordered, That 
the Bills be read a second time bs 


Private BILLs (STANDING ORDER 63 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, namely :—Long Eaton Gas 
Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. 


PROVISIONAL OrbDER BiLts (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. 
Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, namely :--Paisley Gas 
Provisional Order Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon 
Monday next 


Private LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—The Chairman 
of Ways and Means presented Report by the Chairman of Committees of 
the House of Lords and the Chairman of Ways and Means in the House ot 
Commons—* That the General Orders not complied with in respect of the 
following Provisional Orders :—Ayr County Buildings ; Paisley District 
Tramways ; ought to be dispensed with and the Orders allowed to proceed.” 

Report to lieupon the Table. . 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EpvucatTion (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScHoors).—-Petition from Wakefield, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
the Table 


InnABITED Hovusr Duty aNp Lxcome Tax.—Petitions for alteration of Law, 
from City of London ; and Manchester ; to lie upon the Table 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.—Petition from Cheltenham, for extension to 
women ; to lie upon the Table 


Poor LAw OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1896.—Petition from Ince-in- 
Makerfield, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LigUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Sheftield (twenty) ; Norton; Widmore (two): Tuxford; Prestonpans ; 
Clitheroe ; London (eight) ; Newhaven; Disley ; Stanley ; Cupar; Kid- 
derminster (two): Brecon; Leith; Lower Wortley ; Yorkshire ; Peters- 
field ; Bethania ; Llwynypia ; Holmesdale ; Nottingham ; Glasgow ; Cardiff ; 
Chorlton-cum-Hardy (four) ; Chertsey ; York ; Stockton-on-Tees (four) ; 
Sittingbourne ; Stretford ; Whiteinch ; Aberdeen (four) ; Bromley ; St. 
Austell; Manchester; Camberwell; Bute; Bath (two); Norwood ; 
Rotherham ; Chichester ; Wigton ; Manningtree ; Liverpool (five); Brechin ; 
Chryston; Perth; Perkins Beach; Goudhurst ; Leeds; Congleton ; 
Cinderford ; Thornaby-on-Tees (two); Greenock ; Birmingham (four) ; 
Stone Broom ; Edinburgh (two); Cupar Angus ; Shettleston ; Carlisle 
(six); Rotherham; Masbrough ; Greasbrough ; Driffield ; Kensington ; 
Swansea ; and Zetland ; tolie upon the Table 


Page 


y 


or 


cr 
J 


a | 


cr cr 
Loe | 


cr 
~T 


cr 
“J 


ba | 


or 








rs 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. xiii 
March 15.) Page 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Denny and Dunipale ; North Berwick ; Dryfesdale ; Kirmahoe 
Gladsmuir ; Lockerbie ; Ferryden ; Cupar (two) ; Inverness ; Ross-shire ; 
Duns; Whithorn; Dunoon; Wemyss; Govan; Gartley; Huntly ; 
Edinburgh ; Blairgowrie and Rattray; Kirriemuir; Monifieth ; 
Aberdeen ; and Dollar; to lie upon the Table 


cr 
~I 


SOVEREIGN’s OATH ON Accession BILL.—Petitions against, from Dunfermline ; 
and Alloa ; to lie upon the Table 


ct 
a | 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES (ELEcTORS, ETC.) (UNITED Kinapom).— 
Return presented, relative thereto (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 116, of Session 1900) [Address 15th February: Sir Charles Dilke] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 85] .. ae a - 


cr 
oJ 


MuNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (INCORPORATION OF WALLSEND).—Copy presented, of 
Charter of Incorporation of the borough of Wallsend, dated 12th March, 
1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


cr 
ae | 


CiviL Services AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARY EsTIMATEs. 
1900-1901).—Copy presented, of a revised Estimate of the further sum 
required to be voted for the service of the year ending 31st March, 1901 
[by Command]; referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be printed. 

[No. 84.] Me ae ee te ha a iis a Sa 59 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Inquiry into 
Charities(County of Lancaster).—Further Return relative thereto [ordered 
8th August, 1898: Mr. Grant Lawson]; to be printed. [No. 86.] .. 59 





East Inpra (PETITIONS OF OFFICERS OF PUBLIC WorKs DEPARTMENT).— 
Address for “ Return showing the number of Petitions which have been 
received during the past fifteen years, either by the Government of India 
or by the Secretary of State for India, from the officers of the Public 
Works Department who entered the Royal Indian Engineering College, 
Cooper's Hill, during the first five years of its existence, the said Petitions 
containing, it is believed, representations to the effect that the terms 
under which they had been engaged had not been adhered to, and that 
their careers and prospects were thereby ruined or very seriously affected ; 
also of the number and nature and date of the replies to these officers. °— 
(Mr. Kimber.) Pe én = ass is ‘i oi eis ~ = 


SoutH Arrica (NAVAL BriGabE).—Address for “ Copies of Despatches in 
regard to the Naval Brigade in South Africa which were published in 
the London Gazette of the 12th instant.”—(Sir James Fergusson.) .. 59 


Civit* List.—Leave given to the Select Committee to make a Special Report. 
Special Report brought up and read as followeth :— 


‘The attention of your Committee has been called to the publication in 
The Times newspaper of 14th March of a statement purporting to 
represent proposals contained in the papers marked Confidential 
referred to your Committee, and to a Report of their proceedings on 
13th March. 


‘‘ They are unable to ascertain in what manner this can have been divulged. 


“They recommend that Mr. Speaker, to whom the authority of the 
House in such matters is delegated, do take such steps, either by the 
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exclusion of the representative of The Times from the inner lobbies 
of the House, or otherwise, as may seem to him best calculated to 
prevent such publication in future.” 

Special Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 87.] .. 


QUESTIONS. 
Souta Arrican WarR—RELIEF TO SUFFERERS AFTER THE WaAr.—Question, 
Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs); Answer, The Secretary 
of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


PAARDEBERG—GENERAL COLVILE’S Report.—Question, Mr. Allen (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) Pe 


GENERAL COLVILE’S RECALL.—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 
Molton) and Mr. Winston Churchill (Oldham) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


LADYSMITH CORRESPONDENCE.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answer. 
Mr. Brodrick bs = Pas oe be ca ne i 


YEOMANRY TRAINING CONDITIONS.—Question, Mr. Carlile (Buckinghamshire, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—FIFE AND FORFAR CONTINGENTS.—Question, Sir John 
Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

GERMAN Mabe Fietp GuNns.—Question, Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne ) ; 
Answer. Mr. Brodrick 

Pay oF Civitan Doctors AND VETERINARY SURGEONS AT HOME STATIONS. — 
Question, Mr. Randles (Cumberland, Cockermouth); Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, West- 
houghton) = - - f ik hs ae 

ALLOWANCES TO CIVIL SURGEONS WITH THE FIELD ForcE.—Question, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Lord Stanley .. : = 

Miuitrs NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS AND THE WAR.—Question, Mr. Weir : 
Answer, Lord Stanley , 

LONDON ScoTTisH VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Lord Stanley 

Carrs For Miuitary Hospitats.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, 
W.); Answer, Lord Stanley is i , 

Purcuases OF Munitions or War Aproabd.—Question, Mr. Batty Langley 
(Shettield, Attercliff) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. 

Swiss Minirary System.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh ; Answer, Lord Stanley 

So.prers’ PENsIONS—CAsE OF Henry BEATTY, LATE 102ND Foot.—Question, 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.); Answer, Lord Stanley 

Mark LV. BuLtets.—Questions, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) and 
Mr. Weir; Answers, Lord Stanley 3 


H.M.S. “Sv. Vincent” anp “ Brirannia.’’—Question, Mr. Eugene Wason 
(Clackmannan and Kinross) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty 
(Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 
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RETURN OF FLEETS.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


IRELAND AND NAVAL CONSTRUCTION.—Questions, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, W.) 
and Mr. Crean (Cork, 8.E.); Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Gaya Bay, British NortH BorNneo.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster 


GREENWICH HosPITAL AND TRAVERS’ FoUNDATION.—Question, Sir John Leng ; 
Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty o Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) 


2HODESIA—NATIVE LaBour.—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


West Coast or AFricA—Lanour Laws.—Question, Mr. Caine (Cornwall, 
Camborne); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


CaINA—ANGLO-RussIAN Dispute av TieNTsIN—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 
S.) and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E); Answers, The Secretary of 
State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


Cutna—Cost OF WARLIKE OPERATIONS.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, 
We). . ‘ ; 

East [Nprsa—Pusiic Works DEPAKTMENTS.—-Question, Mr. Kimber (Wands- 
worth) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 

INDIAN MILITARY OvTPosTs.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.); Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 

Writer Crops IN BoMBAY AND MApRAS.—(Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, Lord 
G. Hamilton 

INDIAN Memoriat TO QUEEN VicTorIA.—Question, Mr. Caine: Answer. Lord 
G. Hamilton 

INDIAN FAMINE—PROVISIONS FOR ORPHANS.—Question, Mr. Caine ; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton 

Surat District LAND REVENUES.—Question, Mr. Caine; Answer, Lord G. 
Hamilton. . 

CHINA AND EARTHENWARE TRADES—-NEW RULES.—Question, Mr. Coghiil (Stoke- 
upon-Trent) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 

Factory AND WorksHop AcTs AMENDMENT BILL.—(Question, Mr. Tennant 
(Berwickshire) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

New Cope or Ratway Byre-Laws.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Cential) 

IMportTS OF GERMAN-MADE Brusnes.—-Question, Mr. Batty Langlev ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 


ENGINE EXPLOSIONS ON THE LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY.---Question, 
Mr. Bell (Derby) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. 


CONSTITUTION OF THE BoarpD oF TraAbE..—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 
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IRISH AND ScoTrisH LIGHTHOUSE Boarps.---Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour .. A “e ae a yi Be i Ss i 
VACCINATION--LOCAL GOVERNMENT Board CirCULAR.—-Question, Mr. Levy 
(Leicestershire, Loughborough); Answers, Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) and The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter 
Long, Bristol, S.) ‘5 


Post Orrice-—--Twine Contracts.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain, Worcestershire, E.) 

VALE OF CLWwyp PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—-Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ; 

ASSISTANTS OF CusToMs.—Question, Mr. John Gordon (Londonderry, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 

DisMissaLs—Case or Mr. CAreLess.—Questions. Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.), 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), and Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain. . 

CoMPULSORY RETIREMENT FROM THE CIVIL) SERVICE.—Question, Sir George 
Newnes (Swansea Town); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

Avocu Harpour.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. 
Graham Murray, Buteshire) ie 

HosPITAL ACCOMMODATION IN THE HIGHLANDS AND ISLANDS OF SCOTLAND.— 
Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray : 

CONGESTION IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray ye g 

[ris LocaAL GOVERNMENT RULES AND OrDERS.—-Questions, Mr. Claney and 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 

Irish Dairy INpusTRIES.—-Question, Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, S.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ; 

Labourers’ CoTraGces at Birr.—Question, Mr. Reddy (King’s County, Birr) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

IrntsH ConGestep Districts ReturN.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Betrast Pauper GRAveyARDS.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham - ie + - Ss sh i a ‘a des 

Poa@:nix Park, Dusiin---Use ror Minitary PturRPoses.—Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham * = aA bs Na 

OmaGH District CEeMETERY.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham i 


Roxporo Boarpd ScHOoL.—Question, Mr. Joyee (Limerick); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham : i ; 

SHILLELAGH Union TrovuBLes.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor (Wicklow. 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham - . - : 

THOMASTOWN PETTY SessioNAL Bencu.—Question, Mr. O’Mara; Answer Mr. 
Wyndham i - - % is i 5 és = ee 
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THOMASTOWN SANITATION.-—Question. Mr. O'Mara; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

POISONING SALMON SPAWNING GROUNDS.—()uestion, Mr. Carvill (Newry) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham bs os fe - 

IrisH Boarp or Works CHAIRMANSHIP.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

STEWARTSTOWN—ST. Patrick's Day Merrrinc.—Questions, Mr. Doogan (Ty- 
rone. E.), Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.), Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.), and Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham om - si es ny 

THE Wexrorbd LocaL GOVERNMENT APPEAL.—Question, Mr. Jordan (Ferma- 
nagh, S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ~ . “ i ‘ 

GREYSTONES Pier AND Harsour.—-Question, Mr. Cogan (Wicklow, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; ats F 

SALE OF THE DILLON Estate.—-Question. Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

LESLIE v. JUSTICES OF MONAGHAN.—-Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. T. W. 
Russell (Tyrone, S.), and Mr. Caine ; Answers, The Attorney General for 
Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry. N.) 

IrIsH LocaL GoverNMENT—Roap Lenctu Limits.—Question, Mr. Kendal 
O’Brien (Tipperary, Mid); Answer, Mr. Atkinson 

Irish LocaL GOVERNMENT RULES AND OrpeRS.—Question, Mr. Kennedy (West- 
meath, N.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson af te : 

OCCUPIERS OF LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AND MEMBERSHIP OF PUBLIC BoARDs,— 
(Question, Mr. O'Mara; Answer. Mr. Atkinson 

IntsH Rattway Rates—-KILLARNEY’S COMPLAINT.—Question, Mr. Murphy 
(Kerry, E.); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ms ie 3 = 

VICE-PRESIDENT OF THE IRISH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT.—Question, Mr. 
Coghill; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) eg z e 5, f 

Civin. List) ComMirree—PuBLIcATION OF CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS.—- 
Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee), Mr. William Redmond. 
Mr. T. M. Healy, Mr. Kennedy, Mr. Tennant, Mr. Flavin, and Mr. Tatton 
Egerton (Cheshire, Knutsford); Answers, The Attorney General (Sir 
Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs), Sir M. Hicks Beach, ‘and Mr. A. J. 
Jalfour 2 Kg 3 ae as ; mo 

(QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS.—Question. Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire. 
Mansfield) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. Ee ™ ee * . 

BUSINESS OF THE Housr.—Questions, Mr. O’ Dowd (Sligo, S.), Sir John Colomb 
(Great Yarmouth), Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Sir John Brunner, Captain 
Norton, Mr. Chaplin, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.), Colonel Welby (Taunton), 
Mr. Blake seccaciaons S.), and Mr. Edmund Robertson ; Answers, Mr. A. 
J. Balfour oa Po és . ~ ye 


LESLIE V. THE JUSTICES OF MONAGHAN—ADJOURNMENT OF THE Hous :— 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 
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Discussion : 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, ne As: 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) ea 6 + 
Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) .. 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. W yndham, Dover) . 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin ea oo 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W ea 
Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, W.R., Spen Valley) . - 


Motion by leave, withdrawn. 


NEW BILLS. 


ScHoo, Boarp ELecToraTE (ScOTLAND).—Bill to admit to the School Board 
electorate in Scotland all persons entitled to vote for the county council 
election, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Weir, Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. 
Nicol, Mr. Cathcart Wason, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Bignold, Mr. Harms- 
worth, and Mr. Caldwell. 


School Board Electorate (Scotland) Bill.—‘“To admit to the School 
Board Electorate in Scotland all persons entitled to vote for the county 
council election,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 97.] 


Liset.—Bill to amend the Law of Libel, ordered to be brought in by Sir John 
Willox, Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, and Mr. 
Frederick Wilson. 


Libel Bill.—“ To amend the Law of Libel,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 5th June, and to be printed. 
| Bill 98.] bee - 


Crorrers’ Hoipinas (ScoTLanp) Act (1886) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the 
Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1886, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Weir, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. Cathcart Wason, Mr. 
Bignold, Mr. Harmsworth, and Mr. Caldwell. 


Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act (1886) Amendment Bill.—‘ To 
amend the Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act, 1886,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be 


printed. [Bill 99.] 


Burtat Grounps (LOANS) (SCOTLAND).—Bill to extend the period of repayment 
of Loans for Burial Grounds in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by Cap- 
tain Sinclair and Mr. John Morley. 


Burial Grounds (Loans) (Scotland) Bill.—‘ To extend the period of 
repayment of Loans for Burial Grounds in Scotland,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 22nd April, and 
to be printed. [Bill 100.] % ee oe - 


SUPPLY (Army Estimates).—Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on 
@Main Question [14th March], ** That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.”’ 
—Mr. Brodrick. 


Question again proposed, 
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Discussion :— 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) .. wa -- 439 

Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham) .. is . .. 141 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.).. 151 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowr#er (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.| 
A2MyY ESTIMATES, 1903-2. 
A. 450,000, Number of Land Forces. 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordchire, penne” ‘3 id ss) a 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) . ¥ = - .. 160 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) .. i - = ds a 3 
Colonel Welhy (Taunton) ‘a m by - ‘ 2 « 7 
Colonel Nolav (Galway, N.) .. ne - “ eh ” we 
Colonel Brookfield (Sussex, Kye) 3 ee 23 4 - =. $66 
Mr. Edmund: Robertson i Dundee). 170 
The Financial Secretary to the War Office ( ‘Lord: Sta nley, pe : 
Westhoughton) fe wit 2 36 26s : af <2. 206 


Resolution agreed to. 


1. £21,657,500, Pay, ete., of the Army (General Staff, Regiments, Reserve, 
and Departments). 


Mr. F. W. W ilson (Nov folk, Mid) * ine Sa os on ss ASt 
Mr. Semuel Smith (Flintshire) - sy - a3 a « 383 
Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire) 3 ms - is s4 .. 183 
Mr. Elake (Longford, 8.) sy - + “ ea a 
Sir J. Fergusson a ae NE. ) 4 s = - :» /h8d 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, FE.) .. a ns ” - .. 185 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) - sg = a sa RSS 
Mr. A. J. Balfour x me ss $3 i bs a .. 186 


Resolution agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again on 
Monday next. 


SUPPLY [8TH Marcy].—Resolutions reported :— 
ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 

1. “ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £3,000,000, be 
granted to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for Addi- 
tional Expenditure, due to the war in South Africa, in respect of the follow- 
ing Army Services, viz. :— 


- 
Vote 6. Transport and Remounts .. or .. 2,000,000 
Vote 7. Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies 6 .. 1,000,000 
FE ix ie et aes Chae ae te i 


ORDNANCE FACTORIES. 
2. “ That a supplementary Sum, not exceeding £100, be granted 
to His Majesty to defray the Charge for the Ordnance factories (the cost 
b2 
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of the Productions of which will be charged to the Army, Navy, and Indian 
and Colonial Governments), which will come in course of payment during 
the vear ending the 31st day of March, 1901.’ 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution :— 
Motion made, and Question put— 


“ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said Kesovw- 
tion.” 


Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.) .. 

Mr. O'Mara (K — ny, .) 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, : 

Sir E. Ashmead- ae (Sheff eld, Ecclesall) 

rag Stanley o 

Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
Mr. Herbert Lewis ee Boroughs) 
Colonel Nolan 

Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N. ) 

Mr. O'Shee (W oie W.) 

Lord Stanle 2Y , 

Mr. Duffy (Galway, S). 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 135; Noes, 43. (Division List No. €7.) 


Second Resolution agreed to. 
Adjourned at half after One of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 18tH MARCH, 1901. 


Lorp Hentey.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor that the right of 
Frederic Henley, Baron Henley, to vote at the elections of Representative 
Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of the Lord Chan- 
cellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Took THE OatTH.—The Lord Stanley of Alderley took the Oath 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Nottingham Corporation Bill [H.L.].—-The Chairman of Committees 
informed the House that the promoters do not intend to proceed further 
with the Bill; Order for the Second Reading to-morrow discharged ; 
ordered, that the Bill be not further proceeded with 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill [H.1..].—Read 2 


yy Gas Bill [1]; Cowes Ferry Bill [11.]; Sutton-in-Ashfield 

rban District Water)) Bill [H.. ]; Chester Corporation Tramways Bill 
[u.L.|; Alfreton Gas Bill [H.L.]; Easton and C hureh Hope Railway Bill 
{H.L.]; Lynton and Barnstaple Railway Bill [1.1.]; Dover Gas Bill [u.1.]; 
Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill [1.1. L wif ommniteed. 


Harrogate Corporation Bill [u.1.]; Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
(Canada Dock Works, ete.,) Bill [11.1.]; Tyneside Tramways and Tram- 
roads Bill [u.L.].—Committed : The Conmittees to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection . a - ; 
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Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 1) Bill [1.1.]; 
Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway (No. 2) Bill [u.1.]; 
Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill [1.1.]; South Western 
and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [u.L.]; Birmingham (City) 
Tramways Bill [u.1.]; Wigan Corporation Tramways, ete., Bill [H.1.].— 
Committed : The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selec - 
tion es as a és Es ‘s “s * a -. 198 


PRIVATE BILLS—AMENDMENT OF STANDING ORDERS. 


The Chairman of Commitiees (The Earl of Morley) .. oe o» 196 
187 Moved, “ That the Standing Orders be amended as follows :— 
[87 Note.—The words within brackets are to be omitted, and the words 
88 printed in [talics are to be inserted. 
8y 
89 - 105d. The council of any administrative county alleging in their 
90 petition that such administrative county, or any part thereof, may be 
9] injuriously affected— 
o2 (A) By the provisions of any Bill relating to the water supply of any 
dS town or district, whether situate within or without such 
95 county ; or 
o (B) By the provisions of any Bill proposing to authorise the con- 
: struction or reconstruction of any tramway along any main 
road, or along any other road to the maintenance and repair 
of which the County Council contributes, within the adminis- 
trative county shall be entitled to be heard against such Bill. 
133. No power shall be given to any local authority to construct, 
aequire, take on lease, or work any tramway, or portion of tramway, 
beyond the limits of their district, unless such tramway, or portion of 
tramway, is in connection with a tramway belonging to, or authorised 
to be constructed, acquired, or worked by the local authority, and unless 
the Committee on the Bill shall determine that, having regard to the 
special local circumstances, such construction, acquisition, taking on 
lease, or working ought to be sanctioned. 
™ In every case in which the Committee shall so determine, they shall 
94 specify what portion of the tramway will be situate beyond the district 


97 of the local authority to which the power of construction, acquisition, or 
taking on lease is given, and shall insert a clause for the protection of the 
local authority of the district in which such tramway or portion of tram- 
way will be situate in the terms mutatis mutandis of Section 43 of the 
Tramways Act, 1870, except that the Committee may, if they think fit 
in the special circumstances of the case, substitute a period not exceeding 
forty-two years for the period of twenty-one years, shorter periods for the 
97 periods mentioned in that section.” 

—(The Chairman of Committees.) 


97 
Agreed to: Standing Orders amended accordingly, and to be printed 
as amended. (No. 20.) 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
or 


Army.—Return of Military Forces in South Africa (Over-sea Colonial Con- 
tingents) , ae ee bs a as es ca Me - .. 200 


Cotonies (ANNUAL).—Reports for 1899-1900 :—No. 317. Jamaica. No. 
318. British Guiana .. Ae We * Ma a o a .- 200 
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GOLD Coast,—Correspondence relating to the Ashanti War, 1900 .. os 


{MIGRATION.—Report on the Emigrants’ Information Office, for the year 
ended 31st December, 1900 . : i me 
Presented (by Command), and ‘ordered to te on ‘the Table 


PETITION. 


INTOXICATING Liguors.—Petition against the sale of, on Sundays, of the inhabi- 
tants of Guildford ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 





LICENSING Sessions Bitt—HapirvuaL Drunkarpbs BILL—-EXPLANATION :— 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester 


SoutH Arrican War—INoviry INTO CONDUCT AND OPERATIONS.— 


Discussion :— 
Lord Sandhurst 
The Lord President of the ( ‘ouncil (The Duke of Devonshire) . 
Earl Spencer av i ea wie ae ae nae 
The Earl of Morley 
Lord Tiweedmouth 
The Prime Minister and Lord Priv y | Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) 
The Earl of Rosebery 


Public Libraries Bill [n.Lt.]—[Second Reading].—Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read. 


Lord Windsor .. i re eS 5 es aS ~ 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2a.’—(Lord Windsor.) 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halshury) 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2a accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.—Commons Message considered 
(according to Order). 


Moved, “‘ That this House do concur in the following resolution 
communicated by the Commons, viz., ‘ That it is expedient that a Select 
Committee be appointed to join with a Committee of the Lords to con- 
sider the accommodation available in the House of Lords when the 
Sovereign is personally present in Parliament, and the advisability of 
substituting Westminster Hall on such an occasion for the House of 
Lords.’ ”—(The Lord Privy Seal.) 


The Earl of Feversham 
On Question, agreed to; and a Message ordered to be sent to the Com- 
mons to acquaint them therewith. 


Licensing Board Bill [1.1.].—A Bill to create a new licensing authority 
and a board to hear licensing appeals—was presented by the Earl of Cam- 
perdown ; read la; and to be printed. (No. 21.) + ws 


House adjourned at half-past Five of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 18TH MARCH, 1901. 
One Member took and subscribed the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Eastern Railway Bill (By Orper).—The following Instrue- 
tion stood on the Paper in the name of Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick’ S)ic 
—“ That it be an Instruction to the Committee, that no preferential 
rates shall be given to foreign produce carried over the lines controlled 
by this Company.” 
Instruction ruled out of Order 


PrivATE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading there- 
of, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Great Western 
Railway Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 ComPLIED WiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading there- 
of, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz. :—Cromer Water 
Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
Witn).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Exa- 
miners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Metropolitan 
Police Provisional Order Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time to-morrow 


Llandrindod Wells Water Bill; Golborne Gas Bill; Richmond Gas 


Bill ; Stroud Gas Bill.—Read a second time, and committed 


Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, East 
and West Junction and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon- 
Avon Junction Railway Companies Bill (By Orprr).—Second 
Reading deferred till Tuesday, 16th ag ; be os " 


Thames Deep Dock Water Bill 


and committed 





a second time, 


Paisley Gas ‘aban Order Bill—Read a second time, and com- 
mitted ; iY a. a3 ar a 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTion (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScHOOLs).—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Leeds; Stalybridge ; 
Ilkeston ; Liversedge; and School Board for London ; to lie upon the 
Table # vA 


INHABITED Housge Duty AnD INcoME TAx.—Petitions for alteration of Law, 
from Northern and North Eastern Districts of London ; and Liverpool ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Poor Law OFrricers’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1896.—Petitions for alteration 
of Law, from Bolton ; Stockton ; and Southborough ; to lie upon the 
Table : ; 
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SALE oF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BiLL.—Petitions in favour, from 


Strood; Aberdeen (three); Atherton and Tyldesley; Over; Anvil 
Corner; Abersychan; Ashwater; Ashton-under-Lyne; Bradford 
(Yorks) (four); Birmingham (six); Christow; Branksome; South- 
wark ; Birkenshaw; Cardiff; York (two); Carlisle (seven) ; Carron ; 
Crediton ; Ealing ; Falkirk ; Glossop ; Grampound Road ; Glossop Dale ; 
Holsworthy ; Bulwell ; Low Hesket ; Lewisham (two); Messingham ; 
Marton; Newton Burgoland; Okehampton ; Oswaldtwistle ; Peters- 
field ; Plymouth ; Pontypool; Sheffield (ten); Salford (two); South- 
lands; Stonehouse; Tavistock; Black Torrington; Tyldesley (two) ; 
North Meols; Uttoxeter (two); Wadebridge; Worksop; Walworth 
(three); Harrogate (two); Stockton-on-Tees (three); Garndiffaith ; 
Alloa (three); Port Glasgow ; Oldham ; Leek; Penrith ; Kensington ; 
Clapton; Manchester; Taunton (two); Woolwich (two); Malvern 
(four) ; Upton-on-Severn ; Tenbury; Bensham; Larkhall ; Durham ; 
Edinburgh (five); Notting Hill (two); Lumphanan; Chelmsford ; 
Broomfield ; Bilborough; Malton; Ashton-under-Lyne; Kingussie ; 
Kennethmont ; Brixham; Athlone; Kingston-upon-Hull; Partick ; 
Whiteinch ; Norton; Bowmore; Barnoldswick ; Thomas Stansfield ; 
Falkirk (two); Sandford; Northwich; Blaenavon; Nottingham ; 
Sneinton ; Liverpool (two); Cowpen; Morpeth; Bebside; Wands- 
worth ; Newmilns ; Gainsborough ; Malvern Link ; Worcester ; Derby ; 
Withyham ; Gloucester; Crawley; Down; London; Glasgow ; Mild- 
may Park ; Sefton Park (two); Malton (three) ; Chelsea ; Hatherleigh 
(two); Portsmouth (three); Tregeare ; Southsea; Smethwich ; Brom- 
ley (two); Appledore ; Greenock (three) ; Rhoda Saint ; Royton ; Har- 
rington ; Leeds (two) ; Rawtenstall ; Bacup ; Insch ; Kirkstall ; Birstall ; 
Brierfield ; Colne ; North Kensington ; Cubitt Town ; Sowerby Bridge ; 
Milnathort ; Brixham ; Rye ; Middleton ; Rugby ; and Aberdovey (five) ; 
to lie upon the Table : 2% a8 Bish s ° thes sh es 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiguoRS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions 


in favour, from Dundee; Biggar; Peterhead ; Pittenween ; Anstruther 
Easter (two); Kilrenny (three); Ravenseraig; Denny; Kilsyth ; 
Falkirk (two); Airth; Dumfries; Kirkeudbright ; Carluke; Kirk- 
fieldbank ; Wick (two); Kirriemuir; Edinburgh (seven); Lanark ; 
Drumlade ; Port Glasgow (two) ; Peebles (two); Alvie ; Glasgow (four) ; 
Grand Lodge of Scotland Independent Order of Good Templars ; Inner- 
leithen ; Walkerburn ; Auchterless; Uddingstone ; Rothesay ; Alva ; 
Tillicoultry (two); Crail; Alloa (two); Larkhall; and Wishaw; to 
lie upon the Table ; ; A) a be 


Trout Fisninc “ANNUAL CLOsE TIME (SCOTLAND) BrLt.—Petition from Cupar 
Eden, in favour ; to lie upon the Table é. 3 Bs - me 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLoNIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Report No. 318 (British 


*€ Guiana, Annual Report for 1899-1900) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ; e re 


EMIGRATION (COLONIES).—Copy presented, of Report on the Emigrants’ Infor- 


mation Office for the year ended 31st December, 1900 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table .. a 


Army.—Copy presented, of Return of Military Forees in South Africa (Over- 
sea Colonial Contingents) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 
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TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2561 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table .. - i wa - : e 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Ordered, That the Report and 
Minutes of Evidence of the Select Committee on the Police (Scotland) Bill 
of Session 1890 be referred to the Select Committee on the Police Super- 
annuation (Scotland) Bill.—(The Lord Advocate.) 


QUESTIONS. 
SoutH AFRICAN War—YEOMAN SETTLERS.—Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar 
t 


(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


THE SURRENDER OF HELVETIA.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 
Molton) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) ae Re - ea a is be + as a 


ALLEGED SHOOTING OF BRITISH SUBJECTS BY COMMANDANT DELAREY.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Maconochie (Aberdeenshire, EF.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick.. 


GENERAL COLVILE.—Question, Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
MILITIA RESERVISTS ON ACTIVE SERVICE.—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent 


(Sheffield Central) and Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 8.) ; Answers, The Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


RANK OF MILITIA OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Griffith-Boscawen (Kent, Tun- 
bridge) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


MILITIA—TRAINING OF BATTALIONS NoT EmBopiep.—()uestion, Mr. Griffith 
Boscawen ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


STRATHCONA’S Horse.—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe); Answer, 
Lord Stanley 


TEMPORARY Starr Orricers’ Ovurrit ALLOWANCES. — Question, Captain 
Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Lord Stanley 


COMMISSIONS FROM THE RANKS—OUTFITS GRANTS.—(Questions, Mr. Allhusen 
(Hackney, Central); Answer, Lord Stanley 


VOLUNTEER SUMMER CAmpPs.—(Question, Sir Howard Vincent; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 


QUEEN VICTORIA’S FUNERAL—-Ist SEAFORTH VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Mr. Weir 


(Ross, Cromarty) ; Answer, Lord Stanley : ak * 

ParceL PostaGE Rates To Troops IN SOUTH AFRICA. — Questions, Mr. Mans- 
field (Lincolnshire, Spalding) and Sir E. As hanend Bartlett (Sheftield, 
Ecclesall) ; Answers, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) .. 


H.M.S. “ JACKAL.” —Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Secretary to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Arnold Forster, Belfast, W.) 


SLAVERY IN PEMBA AND ZANZIBAR.—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derby- 


shire, Chesterfield) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


BriTisH CONSULAR AGENTS IN FINLAND.—-Question, Mr. David Morgan (Essex, 
Walthamstow) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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British Sips IN CHINESE WATERS.—-Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


°° eb °° 


British INFLUENCE IN THE YANG-TSZE VALLEY.—Question, Sir E. Ashmead- 
Bartlett ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


ANGLO-RussIAN Dispute at TIENTSIN.—Questions, Mr. Joseph Walton (York- 
shire, W.R., Barnsley) and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answers, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, 
Rochester) 


SHANGHAI AND Taku CABLE.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir Michael 
Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) a es 


UNCLAIMED FUNDs.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee); Answer, Sir M. 


Hicks Beach .. ae ms i te - 
THe New CoInaGe.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks 
Beach ; 


MAGISTRATES AND THE OATH OF ALLEGIANCE.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 

TREATMENT OF INEBRIATES.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

BRADFORD ANTI-V ACCINATIONISTS.—Question, Mr. Bell (Derby); Answer, 
Mr. Ritchie 

EARTHENWARE AND Leap [Npustry—LEraApD-PoIsonING.—Question, Mr. James 
Heath (Staffordshire, N.W.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchic 

SUGGESTED AMNESTY FoR IRISH POLITICAL PRISONERS.—-Question, Mr. Delany 
(Queen’s County, Ossory); Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

VEHICULAR TRAFFIC IN THE METROPOLIS.—-Question, Mr. Thomas Dewar ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

Foot-AND-MouTH Disease.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, The President of 
the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 
Fir—E DeFENCE.—Question, Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket); Answer, 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Long, Bristol, 8.) 
WIDENING OF PICCADILLY.—Question, Colonel Legge (St. George’s, Hanover 
Square); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers ee 
Kent, St. Augustine’ s) aie ee , = . ‘ 

Hype Park GaAtes.—Question, Colonel Tufnell (Essex, 8.E.); Answer, Mr. 
Akers Douglas ee * 

EpinBpurGH NEW INLAND REVENUE BUILDINGS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
Mr. Akers Douglas : és _ 

Kerssock Ferry, INVERNESS—CONVEYANCE OF MAaILs.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 

Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

Wireless TELEGRAPHY — THE Post OFFICE AND STEAMSHIP COMPANIES.— 
Question, Sir John Leng; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 

BoLToNn Post OFFICE EMPLOYEES’ GRIEVANCES.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain re = ee 
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CIVIL SERVICE RuLEs—-MoniTror CANDIDATES.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


RADWINTER AND HEMPSTEAD PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Armine 
Wodehouse (Essex, Saffron Walden) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


MALLAIG AND STORNOWAY STEAM SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain a ‘ oe Ee i : 


PoNTYPOOL TELEPHONE EXCHANGE.—Question, Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, 
N.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ati eh = = A 


“THE PARLIAMENTARY DepaTes ”—DELAY IN PUBLICATION.—Questions, Mr. 
James O’Connor and Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; Answers, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain es ? es - y : 


SHIELDAIG AND APPLECROsS (Ross-SHIRE) Cross RoaD.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, the Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


KinG’s TITLE IN ScoTLaAND.—Questions, Mr. Black (Banffshire), Mr. John 
Dewar (Inverness-shire), and Mr. Pirie scart wisi Answers, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray Ss 


ScoTTIsH CoNGEsTED Districts BoarD—Roap eee Mr. 
Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray . ‘ : Be 


AvocH Harsour.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


APPEAL For IRISH PRISONERS.—Questions, Mr. Duffy and Mr. John Redmond 
(Waterford) ; Answers, the Chief nen for Ireland ses — 
Dover) 


LIVE-STOCK BREEDING IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Kennedy (Westmeath, N. ys ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ' i re : fp a 


Irish LocaAL GOVERNMENT—THE WEXFORD APPEAL.—Question, Sir Thomas 
Esmonde (Wexford, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ ‘a 2 


Lower OrmonDd ELEcToRAL Divisions.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Kerry Assizes—JURY CHALLENGING.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.), Captain Donelan (Cork, E.), Mr. Flynn (Cork), Colonel Nolan 
(Galway, N.), and Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8S.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

IRISH QUEEN’s COLLEGES.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘ " “i i $3 ; a is ae 


Irish District INSPECTORS OF CONSTABULARY.—Question, Mr. Conor O’Kelly 
(Mayo, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee Cee ee 
QUEEN VICTORIA’s FUNERAL—POLICE AND IRISH SHOPKEEPERS.—Questions, 
Mr. Conor O’Kelly and Mr. William Redmond ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


ConGESTED Districts Boarp’s WorK IN County GALWAY.—Question, Mr. 
O’Malley (Galway, Connemara) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. ; “s 


IrtsH Rurat District Councits.—Question, Mr. O wlinsitinaliie ees 
W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham as . ; 4 


INLAND REVENUE—PROSECUTION OF MR. LESLIE.—Question, Dr. Thompson 
(Monaghan, N.) ; Answer, The hella -General for Ireland (Mr. — 


Londonderry) .. “ , ks ‘ . 
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Delany, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, and Mr. William Johnstone (Belfast, 8.) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour " wie ne = we ee .. 965 


Tue Civiz List Commirree—PvuBLicaTION OF CONFIDENTIAL DocUMENTS.— 
Questions, Mr. Roche and Mr. Young (Cavan, E.); Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour and the Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 256 


CIVIL SERVICE REVISED SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE. 





Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, — * om ia . 7 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. a ee ‘i .. 258 
The First Lord of the Treasury “as A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, FE.) . es : + “ = .. 258 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ba 9 = ‘is .. 260 
Mr. John Redmond asked permission to move the adjournment of the 
House in order to call attention to a definite matter of urgent public 
importance—namely, “the substitution for the Civil Service Esti- 
mates previously presented of a Supplementary Estimate for one sum 
covering all the various Departments, contrary to the uniform practice 
of the House.” 
The pleasure of the House having been signified— 
Mr. John Redmond .. fis is $i ‘a rc - .. 262 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. a és - Ris ‘a .. 269 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That this House do now adjourn.”—(Mr. John Redmond.) 
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Discussion :— 


The Financial Secretary to the — (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, EF.) .. : 7 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 

Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) .. 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 

Mr. Henry Hobhouse (Somersetshire, LE.) 

Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wesxford, ios 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N “G 

Mr. A. HD Balfour me 

Sir Henry Fowler (W olverhampton, E. ) 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) .. 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) . 

Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) . i 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 208 ; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 68.) 

Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That this House do now adjourn.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 119 ; Noes, 205. (Division List No. 69.) 
SUPPLY—Navy Estimates.—Order for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed,— 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the chair.’"—(Mr. Arnold- 
Forster.) 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) .. 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolved, That this House will immediately resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of Supply.—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS REVISED SUPPLEMENTARY 
EsTIMATE, 1900-1901. 


Motion made, and Question proposed,— 

‘That a Supplementary Sum, not exceeding £893,316, be nice 
to His Majesty to defray the Charge which w ill come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the 
following Civil Services and Revenue Departments, viz. :— 

CivIL SERVICES. 
Class V. £ 


Vote 3. Colonial Services .. ; -. 212,300 
Vote 2. British Protectorates in ‘Uganda, ete. .. 200,000 
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Class VII. 


Vote 1. Temporary Commissions .. = - is 9,000 
Class IT. 

Vote 23. Stationery and Printing.. : - .. 110,000 

Vote 27. Secretary for Scotland, Office x. a 100 


Class III. 
Vote 2. Miscellaneous Legal Expenses 33 es 400 
Class IV. 


Vote 5. Wallace Collection e ee = s 9000 
Vote 8. London University £ - z a 70 


Class V. 


Vote 1. Diplomatic and Consular Services... .. 15,800 
Vote 6. Treasury Chest Fund .. = bi .. 66,108 
Class VL 
Vote 1. Superannuation and Retired Allowances .. 10,000 
Vote 5. Savings Banks and i ei Societies De- 
ficiencies ais ze we s0) 01,708 


Class VII. 


Vote 2. Miscellaneous Expenses ye se .. 4,600 
Vote 6. Local Loans Fund 4,337 
Vote 7. Duke and Duchess of Cornwall and York 

(Visit to the Colonies) .. 5 .. 20,000 
Vote 8. Funeral of Her late Majesty .. me .. 35,500 

REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 

Vote 2. Inland Revenue .. Ss =i - .. 20,000 
Vote 3. Post Office .. Pe A .. 130,000 
Vote 4. Post Office Packet Service ee i 2g 10 


Total Civil Services and Revenue Departments £893,316 


Mr. Lough (Islington,W.) 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Item A, 1, Class 
5, Vote 3, be reduced by £100.°—(Mr. Lough.) 


Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) .. 
The Secretary 7 State i the Colonies ere J. Chamberlain, Birming 
ham, W.) : : , 


It being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 19TH MARCH, 1901. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Milford Docks Bill [1... ].—Committed - i “it ag 


Harpenden District Gas Bill [H.1.].—Committed ; the Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection is i ze +3 .. 365 


Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [H.L.].—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table: The orders made on the eighth instant and Thursday last 
discharged, and Bill committed a3 as at Fe ee .. 3d6 


Dover Corporation Bill [1.1.]—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table: The orders made on the 8th instant and Thursday last 
discharged, and Bill committed ee Bec " £8 oe .. 365 





Henry Diaper and Company sane ee: Bill [e. ne 


Reported with Amendments oh 365 


Manchester (Market Street Area) a | Bill an - 
Read 2a (according to order) .. .. 305 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Souta Arrica.—Papers relating to negotiations between Commandant 
Louis Botha and Lord Kitchener i = ‘i <2 ‘a .- 365 


Factory AND WorksHop (Use oF LEAD IN THE MANUFACTURE OF 
Porrery).—Reports received by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department from Professor T. E. Thorpe, C. B., LL.D., F.RS., Principal 
of the Government Laboratory, on the use of lead in the manufacture of 

38 pottery ¥s .. 365 

Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 14th March, 1901, declaring 
that William C. Hoskins, labourer, Royal Laboratory, War Department, 


44 was appointed without a Civil Service Certificate, through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of his department. Laid before the House (pur- 
18 suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table . Ai “3 . .. 366 





SouTtH AFRICAN WaAR—PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL BotHa.— 
Question, Earl Spencer ; Answer, The Prime Minister and Lord Privy 
Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) .. a - 2h aid .. 366 


Prisons (Scotland) Bill [H.L.]—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh). . , 366 
Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2a.”—(The Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh.) 
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On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2a accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Tuesday next. 


Berwickshire County Town Bill [H1.].—House in Committee 
(according to order). Bill reported without amendment ; Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3a on Thursday next... 


RoyaL DECLARATION AGAINST ROMAN CATHOLICISM :— 
Lord Herries - Ps - - “ ” fs a 
Moved to resolve, ‘* That it is desirable that a Joint Committee of 
both Houses be appointed to consider and report upon the Declaration 
which the Sovereign is by Statute compelled to make upon oath after his 
accession to the Throne.” —{The Lord Herries.) 


Discussion :— 
Lord Bra ye 
The Earl of Portsmouth . 
Lord Kinnaird 
The Marquess of Salisbury 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


MILITARY INSTRUCTION FOR OFFICERS :— 
The Duke of Bedford 
The Under Secretary sl State : for | War (Lord Raglan) 
Lord Monkswell ; ie 


PRESERVATION OF ANCIENT INDIAN MONUMENTS :- 
Lord Stanley of Alderley ' 
The Under Secretary of State for India (The Earl of Hardw icke).. 





Tue Lorp CHANCELLOR’s PATRONAGE—CASE OF Rey. A. N. VowLer :— 
The Earl of Mount-Edgcumbe : 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury 


The Lord Bishop of Manchester 


House adjourned at five minutes past Six of the Clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 19TH MARCH, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


British Westinghouse Electric and Manufacturing Company Bill. — 
Order [25th February], That the Bill be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn 


STANDING OrDERS.— Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 

1. ‘“ That, in the case of the London County Council (Tramways and 

Street Widenings) Petition, the Standing Orders ought to be dis- 

pensed with: That the parties be permitted to proceed with their 

Bill, provided that the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 2, 4, 5, 7, 

8, 8a, 8B, 8c, 9, 10, 10a, 11, 114, and 11B be struck out of the Bill : 

that the Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been 
complied with.” 

“That, in the case of the Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway 

Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with : That 

the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that 
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Railways Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 be struck out of the Bill: That the 
Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been com- 
plied with.” 


. “ That, in the case of the Chester Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords], 


the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with: That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that Tramways 
Nos. 1, 2, and 3, and so much of Tramway No. 6 as lies beyond the City 
boundary, be struck out of the Bill: That the Committee on the Bill 
do report how far such Order has been complied with.” 


. “That, in the case of the South Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords], 


the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with: That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that the powers to 
construct Tramways Nos. 7 and 8 be struck out of the Bill: That the 
Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been com- 
plied with.” 


. “ That, in the case of the Wigan Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords], 


the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with: That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that Tramway No. 2 
be struck out of the Bill: That the Committee on the Bill do report 
how far such order has been complied with.” 


serpy 


hat, in the case of the Thames Piers and River Service Bill, Petition 
of the ‘ Watermen and Lightermen of the River Thames’ for dis- 
pensing with Standing Order 129 in the case of their Petition against 
the Bill, the said Standing Order ought to be dispensed with.” 


“That, in the case of the Barry Railway Company, Petition for leave to 
deposit a Petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with : That the parties be permitted to deposit their Petition for a 


Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to 


London County CouNncIL (TRAMWAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS).— Report [this 
day] from the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. John Burns and Mr. Lough .. an - 


SELecTion.—Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee of Selection, That they 
had selected Mr. Baird to be amember of the Parliamentary Panel of 
Members of this House to act as Commissioners in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, in the 
place of Sir Charles Dalrymple. Report to lie upon the Table .. 


PETITIONS. 


Beer BILu.—Petitions in favour, from Leighton ; Liverpool ; and Coates ; to 
lie upon the Table , 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Scarborough: Barnsley ; and 
National Union of Teachers ; to lie upon the Table : 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors).—Petitions for alteration of Law. 
from Warbleton ; and Midhurst ; to lie upon the Table ; 


Liquor TraFric LocaL VETo (ScoTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Duniper Green, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table “i pct al = i 
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PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.—Petitions for extension to women, from Man- 
chester ; Birmingham and other places; and Women Workers in the 
Cotton Factories of Lancashire ; to lie upon the Table 3 7 .. $92 


XXXiv 


Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1896.—Petition from Isle of 
Wight, against alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from Erith; and Thornhill; to lie 
upon the Table 5% - - iz e 3 $45 re .. 82 


SALE OF [NTOXICATING LIQuORS ON SUNDAY BiLL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Redhill ; and Guildford ; to lie upon the Table .. < ws we .. 392 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LigvORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—-Petitions in favour, from 
Sheffield (forty-one) ; East Renfrewshire (two); Mossley ; Bainbridge ; 
North Shields ; Bampton ; Birmingham (eleven) ; Handsworth ; Inver- 
ness (eleven) ; Sparkhill ; Droylsden ; Tiverton ; Goole ; South London ; 
Plymouth (three); Kingswood; Tottenham; Redditch; Edinburgh 
(eleven) ; Burslem ; London (four); Glasgow (twelve) ; Chorley ; Upper 
Holloway ; rant ; Manchester (two) ; Liverpool (eighteen) ; Rotherham ; 
Knighton ; Motherwell (three); Eastbourne; Ealing Dean ; Margate ; 
Shrewsbury ; West Kensington; Bloomsbury ; Walworth (two) ; Tice- 
hurst; Kennington (two): Brixton Hill; Chernside West; Heaton 
Mersey; York; Leeds (thirteen); Tiverton-on-Avon; Camberwell S: 
(three); Peckham (two); Stratford; West Ham; Ashurst ; Brighton ; 
Chailey (two) ; North Tawton (two); Torry ; Birkenhead (three) ; Lewes 
(two); Withington (three): Clapham (three); Elgin ; Bishops Stortford 
(three); Leytonstone (twelve): Forest Gate; Bath; Harrow Green ; 
Pollokshaws ; Winchester; Bristol (seven} : Llandyssiliogogo (two) ; 
Wheatley Hill (two); Cilfvnvdd; Penzance ; Cardigan ; Littlehampton ; 
Farnham; Eeclesall; Renton; Salisbury; Falkirk (two); Clynder- 
Rosneath ; Newquay: Wvylye; St. Ives (four); Woodhouse Hill; El- 
land; Hanwell; Rastrick; Abernethy; Gloucester (two); Lanark 
(two); Brockley ; Lambeth: Wilmslow ; Woodford Green ; Muirhead ; 
Penpont : Garston (two); Mile End; Portswood; Harrow : Penycae . 
Lockerbie ; Lewisham; Pudsey Valley; Holm; Dalkeith; Bradford ; 
Stockport; Dartford; Ashwater; Llanfyllin (four); Grantown-on- 
Spey; Old Machar; Ivybridge; Peterhead ; Sparkbrook (two) ; North 
Kensington ; Deptford (two) ; Worcester ; Wilmslow ; Pagham ; Tranent ; Sc 
Bradford-on-Avon ; Corshain (two); Bathgate ; Kilburn ; Machynlleth ; 
Oldham ; Finsbury ; Bradford (Yorks.); (five) Great Lumley ; Queen’s 


Park; Huntingdon; Croydon (eighteen); Maldon; West Croydon St 
(three); South Norwood (two); Woodside; Thornton Heath (three) ; 
Norwood ; Upper Norwood (four); Upper Caterham; Stalybridge ; Vi 


Maidenhead Reach; Baildon ; Lee; Market Lavington ; South Pether- 
ton: Taunton (three); Dublin: Wishaw; School Board for London : 
Staines; Tockwith ; Cambridge; Fulbourn ; Leicester (fourteen) ; East 
Lambeth ; Chesterton ; Bridgwater (two) ; Sackmore ; Exford ; Brixton 
(two); Altrincham ; Clitheroe ; Cubitt Town ; Tenby ; Derby ; Griftiths- 
town; Washtord ; Rughy ; Banff ; Dunfermline ; Harecourt ; Bridling- 
ton; Morley (three): Watchet ; Old Kent Road ; Wolverhampton (two) ; 
Rushden ; Waterhouses (two): Penrhyn; Durham (three); Delton ; 
Wellington ; Willenhall ; Short Heath ; New Brancepeth (five) ; Tudhoc 
Colliery (three): Highworth; Aberdeen (two); Seaford; Brandon F 
Colliery ; Ripley ; Middleton (eight) ; Thirsk ; Barwick-in-Elmet ; Nickle " 
field; Uddingstone; Stockwell; Cottingley; South Nutfield; Red 
Hill (three) ; Greenock (two); Miltom; Ossett (two); Shotts ; Milton , 
St. Just ; Searborough (three); Higham ; Criccieth ; Watford ; Knares 
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borough (two); Pateley Bridge; Cileain; Lennen Cramlington Colliery 
(two) ; North Seaton ; Winchester ; Chesterfield (five) ; Norton ; Apple- 
dore (two); Penrith; Sheerness (two); Langwathby; Newbiggin ; 
Stainton; Wigton (two); Keswick; Anfield; Newmains; Malvern 
(two); Northumberland; Great Malvern; Llanllwehaiarn (two) ; 
Gulval; Heymoor; Tregavra; Long Rock; Penzance (ten); Mouse- 
hole; Marazion; New Mill; Melksham; Ysbytty Ifan; Deiniolen ; 
Hipperholme ; Marple (two); Hyde Town; Brimington (three); Whit- 
tington Moor ; Ryton-on-Tyne; Birtley ; Royton (three); Oldham ; Leith ; 
Brampton; Aberchirder; Nympsfield; Stroud (three); Nailsworth ; 
Heanor (two) ; Stonehouse ; Charfield ; Barnsley (four); Woodchester ; 
Dolwyddelan ; Radeliffe (three) ; Halton Lea Gate ; Cromhall ; Cotlessie ; 
Newburgh; Farnworth (twelve); Llandudno (two); Kensal Town ; 
Kirkdale; Penmaenmawr (nine); Dwygyfylehi (two); Houghton-le- 
Spring; Tavistock; Dewsbury; Milnrow (two); Denton; Sandiacre 
(three); Batley; Whitefield; Long Eaton; Holsworthy (two); Frod- 
sham; Edmonton; Dulwich ; Kidderminster (three); Ikeston (two) ; 
Partick ; Haltwhistle; Darlington ; Droylsden ; Bolton (four) ; Swindon ; 
Langley Moor (two); Brandon Colliery (three); Esh Winning; Stone- 
haven ; Upholland ; Ormskirk ; and Browney Colliery ; to lie upon the 


Table ve - - vs 


SALE OF [NroxIcaTING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND)  BILL.——Petitions 
in favour, from Ayr (four) ; Stonehaven Saltoun ; Campbeltown (two) ; 
Govan (two); Perth (three) ; Harthill; Bowmore ; Sanquhar; Newburgh ; 
Wick ; Edinburgh ; (three); Ceres: Craigneuk ; Motherwell ; Airdrie 
Kilbrandon and Kilchattan ; Dalziel (two) ; Cupar; Rothes ; Dunfermline ; 
Forres ; Strathaven ; Dunbar ; Carluke (two) ; Broughty Ferry ; Douglas ; 
Eeclefechan (two) ; Kirriemuir ; Thornhill ; Dalkeith ; Peterhead ; Marnoch 
(two); Thurso; Bathgate; Eastwood ; Glasgow (three) ; Stornoway ; 
Largs (two); Renton; Cromarty (three); Braemar; Kelso ; Peebles 
(three); Saltcoats ; Helensburgh ; Morebattle ; Fraserburgh ; Stonehaven 
Alloa ; Rutherglen ; Dalmuir ; Blairgowrie ; Clydebank ; Dunfermline ; 
Dennistown ; Lanarkshire; Caldercruix (two); Shotts; Ardessier ; 
Blantyre ; Tain (two) ; Fountainbridge ; Partick ; and Dunoon ; to lie 
upon the Table 


SovereIGn’s OatH oN AccessIoN BiLit.—Petition from Inverkeithing, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Sunpay CrLosinc (Wakes) Act (1881). AMENDMENT  BILL.—Petition 
from Cilfynydd, in favour ; to lie upon the Table , 


Vivisection.—Petition from Bristol, for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
14th March, 1901, declaring that William C. Hoskins, Labourer, Royal 
Laboratory, War Department, was appointed without a Civil Service Certi- 
ficate through inadvertence on the part of the Head of his Department 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. ‘ve ¥ ks “a es 


Facrory AND WorksHop (Usk oF LEAD IN THE MANUFACTURE OF POTTERY).— 
Copy presented, of Reports received by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department from Professor T. E. Thorpe, C.B., LL.D., F.R.S., Principal of 
the Government Laboratory, on the Use of Lead in the Manufacure of 
Pottery [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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SoutH Arrica.—Copy presented, of Papers relating to negotiations between 
Commandant Louis Botha and Lord Kitchener [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table - = a * - s “ a we ; 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND).—Return 
ordered, “ showing, for the year ended the 31st day of March, 1901, (1) the 
amount contributed by England, Scotland, and Ireland, respectively, to 
the Revenue collected by Imperial officers ; (2) the expenditure on English, 
Scottish, and Irish services met out of such Revenue ; and (3) the balances 
of Revenue contributed by England, Scotland, and Ireland, respectively, 
which are available for Imperial Expenditure (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 336, of Session 1900).”—(Mr. Lough.) os 


IMPERIAL REVENUE (COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE) (GREAT BRITAIN AND IRE- 
LAND).—Return ordered, “ relating to Imperial Revenue (Collection and 
Expenditure) (Great Britain and Ireland) for the year ending the 31st day 
of March, 1901 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 337, of Session 
1900).”"—(Vr. Lough.) a a ve i. ie a oe a6 


WexrorD County CounciL v. Local GoveRNMENT Boarp.—Return ordered, 
“ giving the Report of the Judgment delivered in the Irish Court of Appeal 
on Monday the 25th day of February last, together with the Affidavits on 
both sides, and the Letter of the Local Government Board referred to in 
the said Judgment with the Reply of the County Wexford County Council 
thereto.” —(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) a iA. ns hs 


Leap Potsoninc.— Address for “‘ Return showing, with reference to the cases 
of Lead Poisoning reported during the years 1899 and 1900, in the earthen- 
ware and china industry (a) the severity of the attack, (b) the number (if 
any) of previous attacks, and (c) the main symptoms referable to Lead 
Poisoning.’ —(.Vr. Jesse Collings) 


OUESTIONS. 


Soutu Arrican War—PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH BOER GENERALS.— Questions, 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.). Sir E. Ashmead Bartlett (Sheftield, Eecle- 
sall), and Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answers, The Secretary of 
State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


Hospitals CoMMISSION—PAYMENT TO COMMISSIONERS.—Question, Mr. Dalziel 
(Kirkealdy Burghs) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) = os i e ve os 


New Army Pension ScHeME.—Question, Mr. Schwann ; Answer, the Secretary 
of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ; oi 


Warm CLoTHING ror Returning Troops.—Questions, Mr. Orr Ewing (Ayr 
Burghs) and Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


Purcuases OF ArMy HorsEs IN CANADA.—Questions, Mr. Gilbert Parker 
(Gravesend), Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket), Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.), 
Mr. Macdona (Southwark, Rotherhithe) ; Answers, The Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) ; 


YEOMANRY TRAINING.—Question, Mr. Stock (Liverpool, nes Answer, Lord 
Stanley , se - be - ‘ ree i = 


QUEEN VicToriA’s FUNERAL—ScoTtisH VOLUNTEERS.—Question, Mr. Weir 
(Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Lord Stanley ie ; 
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VOLUNTEER SERGEANT-MAJors’ Pay.—Question, Mr. Lowe (Birmingham, 
Edgbaston) ; Answer, Lord Stanley & 6 ~ ey 5 


Mark [V. Butiets ResJecrep.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord Stanley 
MrpicaL ARRANGEMENTS AT SHOEBURYNESS.-- Question, Mr. Bartley (Islington, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick Ke St Ss oe vs 


SoLpIERS’ PENSIONS—CaSE oF PATRICK GUINAN.—Question, Mr. iia ila 8 
County, Birr); Answer, Lord Stanley . ss _ 


NavY— BELLEVILLE BoILers.—Question, haces Furness (Hartlepool) ; 
Answer, The Secretary tothe Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


RoyAL MARINES—PENSION REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas 
(Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster te £% te 


CHINA—ANGLO-RussIan DISPUTE AT TIENTSIN.—Questions, Mr. Joseph Walton 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) and Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett ; Answers, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) .. 


ANGLO-GERMAN AGREEMENT AND MANCHURIA.—Question, Mr. William Red- 
mond ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ( Vis- 
count Cranborne, Rochester) xg a - oe os ~~ 

JAPAN AND Cuina—Fo-Krien.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne .. 

Canton AND Han-Kau Rattway Concession.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh 
(Chester) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne on a fe se oe 

ALLEGED TURKISH Excesses IN MACEDONIA.—Question, Mr. John Ellis (Not- 
inghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne re ‘3 

Bitgao HarBour—Loss oF THE “ AVLONA.”’—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne : sh ~ e 2 

LICENSING LEGISLATION.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) . 

CHILD DRUNKENNESS IN GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Flower 
(Bradford), Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet), and Mr. Eugene Wason 
(Clackmannan and Kinross) ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie, The Lord Advocate 
(Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire), and The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover). : = = wis ‘3 

JUSTICES AND THE OATH OF ALLEGIANCE.—Question, Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Ritchie ; - & s ta “3 

Convict BENNETT—LETTERS TO THE PRESS.—Question, Mr. Allhusen (Hackney, 
Central) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ; “3 >, wa 

RoyaL NAVAL RESERVE— ENROLMENT OF Boys FROM MERCHANT SHIPS.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, The Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Foot-aAND-Moutu Disease REGULATIONS AT STOWMARKET.—Question, Mr. 
Malcolm ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ; 1" as ba 
COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN LIGHTHOUSES AND SHORES.—Question, Mr. Charles 
M‘Arthur ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury mn a ’ 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY—PREFERENTIAL RATES FOR ForEIGN PRODUCE.— 
Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, Mr. Hanbury 
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EDUCATION—APPLICATIONS FOR RECOGNITION UNDER THE HIGHER ELEMENTARY 
MINUTE.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.); Answer, The 

Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Univer- 

sity : 

BoarRD SCHOOLS IN STEPNEY.—Question, Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst : 

VacanT ScHooL PLACES IN STEPNEY.—Question, Major Evans Gordon ; 
Answer, Sir J. Gorst : ee ae 

New Cope—Traininc CoLLeEGE EXAMINATIONS. — Question, Mr. Morrell 
(Oxfordshire, Woodstock) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst ; : = 

CoINAGE OF Crown Preces.—Question, Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, W.R., Rother- 
ham); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) 

Roap ConsTRUCTION IN THE ISLAND OF MULL.—Question, Mr. Nicol (Argyll- 
shire); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray - He ve 

KILMARNOCK SHERIFF CoURT—ABSENT JURYMAN.—Question. Mr. Cochrane 
Ayrshire, N.); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray ei 

Scottish Concestep Districrs—Crorrer Hoipincs.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 

Hopines IN THE ISLAND OF LeEWis.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray 

RoaD CONSTRUCTION IN ScoTTISH CONGESTED AREAS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray _ 

Report OF THE CONGESTED Districts (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 

SaLaries OF [IRISH NATIONAL ScHOoL Teacners.—Question, Mr. Thomas 
O'Donnell (Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


IRIsH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS’ HOLIDAYS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O' Don- 
nell; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Irish NATIONAL EpvucaTion OFricE—VACANCIES FOR CLERKS.—Question, 
Mr. Thomas O’Donnell; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Irish Poor LAW OFricers’ SUPERANNUATIONS.—Questions, Mr. Murnaghan 
(Tyrone, Mid) and Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8S.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

County Down ConsTabsuLary.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; a - 

CoMMISSION OF AssizE—EXcLUSION OF IRISH Mayors.—Question, Mr. Ken- 
nedy (Westmeath, N.); Answer, The Attorney General for Lreland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) s 7m" ©) =n 

SUMMARY JURISDICTION—CASE OF Mr. HALPIN.—Question, Mr. William Red- 
mond ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson bs ae ee St > 

LAND PURCHASE IN CouNTY WEXFoRD.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wex- 
ford, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham _.. as ai es - - 


VALUATIONS AT BANTEER, CouNTY Cork.—Questions, Mr. Flynn and Mr. Field; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham . os sie ~ on ak ae 
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Tue Irish Estimates.—Question, Sir Thomas Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. A. Js 
Balfour 


THe CoRONATION OAtH.—Question, Mr. William Abraham (Cork County, 
N.E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour : ms es Me < 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS—PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.— 
That they concur with the Commons in their Resolution, ** That it is 
expedient that a Select Committee be appointed to join with a Committee 
of Lords to consider the accommodation available in the House of Lords 
when the Sovereign is personally present in Parliament, and the advisa- 
bility of substituting Westminster Hall on such an oceasion for the House 
of Lords,” as desired by this House 


Cremation Bill | Lords].—Read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Friday, and to be printed. [Bill 101.] * Ki ‘ 
SITTING OF THE HOUSE (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 
Motion made, and Question put— 
“That the Business of Supply, if under consideration at Twelve 
o'clock this night, be not interrupted under the Standing Order, 
Sittings of the House.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 195; Noes, 145. (Division List No. 70.) 


NEW BILLS. 


Minitary INSTRUCTION (SCHOOLS AND CAbets).—Bill to provide for the regu- 
lation of Military Instruction in Schools and in Cadet Corps and Com- 
panies and Cadet Battalions, ordered to be brought in by Sir John Kenna- 
way, Mr. Griffith-Boseawen, Mr. Cubitt, Sir Henry Fletcher, Mr. Lambert, 
Mr. W. F. D. Smith, and Colonel Williams. 


Military Instruction (Schools and Cadets) Bill—-‘To provide for 
the regulation of Military Instruction in Schools and in Cadet Corps and 
Companies and Cadet Battalions,” presented, and read the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Wednesday, Ist May, and to be printed. [Bill 
102.] es ze a3 Se Se 


HovsinG OF THE WorRKING CLAsses.—Bill to make further provisions for the 
Housing of the Working Classes, ordered to be brought in by Dr. Mac- 
namara, Mr. John Burns, Captain Norton, Dr. Shipman, Mr. George 
White, Mr. Samuel, and Mr. Bell. 


Housing of the Working Classes Bill—‘ ‘To make further pro- 
vision for the Housing of the Working Classes,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, 18th April, and to 
be printed. [Bill 103.] ; 

Crorters’ Hoipincs (ScoTLAND).—Bill to amend the Crofters’ Holdings (Scot- 
land) Act, 1886, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Cathcart Wason, Mr. 
Bignold, Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. Harmsworth, Mr. 
Weir, and Mr. Gordon. 


Crofters’ Hoidings (Scotland) Bill.—‘ To amend the Crofters’ Holdings 
(Scotland) Act, 1886,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 17th April, and to be printed. [Bill 104.] 
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Sires Vatues (LonpON) RatiNG.—Bill to provide for the rating of Sites Values 
in London, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Sydney Buxton, Mr. Moulton, 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. E. J. C. Morton, and Mr. Lough. 


Sites Values (London) Rating Bill-—‘“To provide for the rating of 
Sites Values in London,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Wednesday, 8th May, and to be printed. [Bill 105.] 


ForeicNers’ MarriaGes.—Bill for the better protection of British subjects 
who intermarry with Foreigners in the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Maedona, Mr. Talbot, 
Mr. Rothschild, Sir Joseph Dimsdale, Mr. Churchill, Lord Hugh Cecil, 
Captain Nolan, Mr. T. P. O’Connor, Dr. Farquharson, Mr. Samuel Evans, 
Mr. E. J. C. Morton, and Mr. Schwann. 


Foreigners’ Marriages Bill.—“ For the better protection of British subjects 
who intermarry with Foreigners in the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland,”’ presented, and read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 106.] .. 


REGISTRATION OF CLUBS.—Bill to provide for the Registration of Clubs, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Caine, Mr. Eugene Wason, Mr. Hain, Mr. Lloyd- 
George, Mr. Schwann, and Mr. Samuel Young. 


Registration of Clubs Bill.—‘“To provide for the Registration of Clubs,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 
24th June, and to be printed. [Bill 107.] 


SuMMARY JURISDICTION ([RELAND).—Bill to make provision with respect to 
entering into recognisances and finding sureties in certain cases in Lreland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. 
Wyndham. 


Summary Jurisdiction (Ireland) Bill--“To make provision with 
respect to entering into recognisances and finding sureties in certain 
eases in Ireland,”’ presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 108.] 

SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 

[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
CiviL Services AND RevENUE DerparTMENTS REVISED SUPPLEMENTARY 
Estimate, 1900-1901. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £893,316, be granted to 
His Majesty, to detray the Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the vear ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901, for the 
following Civil Services and Revenue Departments, namely :— 


CIVIL SERVICES. 


Class V. £ 
Vote 3. Colonial Services... ke gk = .. 212,300 
Vole 2. British Protectorates in Uganda, ete. .. .. 200,000 
Class VII. 


Vote 1. Temporary Commissions .. = si Bs 9,000 
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Class II. 
Vote 23. Stationery and Printing .. iy .- 110,000 
Vote 27. Secretary for Scotland, Office wx A 100 
Class IIT. 
Vote 2. Miscellaneous Legal Expenses .. .. .. 400 
426 Class IV. 
Vote 5. Wallace Collection .. = ? as i 3,333 
Vote 8. London University .. ws ‘in ‘i ~ 70 
Class V. 
Vote 1. Diplomatic and Consular Services .. + 15,800 
Vote 6. Treasury Chest Fund .. = “ .. 66,108 
Class VI. 
Vote 1. Superannuation and Retired Allowances .. 10,000 
Vote 5. Savings Banks and Friendly Societies Defi- 
ciencies m ae oh Ss .. 51,758 
426 
Class VII. 
Vote 2. Miscellaneous Expenses .. is fs ~ 4,600 
Vote 6. Loeal Loans Fund .. nd Ps 4,337 
Vote 7. Duke and Duchess of Cornwall and York 
(Visit to the Colonies) .. eS a .. 20,000 
Vote 8. Funeral of Her late Majesty .. is .. 35,500 
197 REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Vote 2. Inland Revenue... > bs - .. 20,000 
Vote 3. Post Office .. i it _ e .. 130,000 
Vote 4. Post Office Packet Service .. es Y 10 
Total Civil Services and Revenue Departments .. £893,316 
Discussion :— 
Sir William Harcourt (Menmouthshire, W.) . ei . .. 428 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 429 
27 Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) .. 3 oe .. 430 
Sir E. Ashmead Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) .. 33 ee. .. 430 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. m . .. 430 
Tue ASHANTI EXPEDITION. 
Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) .. 5 e x .. 430 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) .. - “3 Bs .. 433 
Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, Chester field) a Re a .. 438 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) .. st ~ ue .. 438 
Sir E. Ashmead Bartlett .. ne % _ bs a .. 443 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. a es i “ és .. 444 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Item, Class 5, Vote 3, be reduced by £100, in respect 
of disturbances in Ashanti.’ —(Mr. Lough.) 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) .. is et ah wa ia .. 446 
Sir William Harcourt . nL: a6 x x os .. 448 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, WN.) .. - = rf .. 448 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) .. o a us = << .. 449 
Question put. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 137; Noes, 254. (Division List No. 71.) 


Original question again proposed. 


TRANSVAAL CONCESSIONS COMMISSION. 
Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) 


Motion made, and (uestion amma 


“That the Item, Class. 5, Vote 3, be reduced by £200, in respect 
of the Transvaal Concessions and pal Settlement Commissions. ’’— 


(Vr. Markham.) 


The Secretary of State for the Colonies ani J. Chamberlain, Birming- 


ham, W.) 
Mr. st (W arwick ‘and Leamington): 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) .. 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northirich) .. 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 5.) 
Mr. Lloyd-George 


Mr. J. Chamberlain rose in his place, and moved, “ That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “* That the Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 195; Noes, 95. (Division List No. 72 


Question, “ That the Item, Class 5, Vote 3, be reduced by £200, in respect 
of the Transvaal Concessions and Land Settlement Commussions,” 
put accordingly, and negatived. 

Original Question again proposed. 

Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. House 
counted ; and, forty Members being found present— 


BritisH East AFRICA PROTECTORATE. 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Motion made, and Question proposed 


‘That the Item, Class 5, Vote 2, be reduced by £1,000, in respect 
of British East Africa.” —(Sir Charles Dilke.) 





The Under Secretary of State for Foreign — (Viscount Cran- 
borne, Rochester) ose cs ae 2% 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouth, N.) : . 

Mr. J. P. Farrell : - 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, rose in his place and claimed to move, “ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, * That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 204 ; Noes, 117. (Division List No. 73.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That the item, Class 5, Vote 2, be reduced 
by £1,000, in respect of British East Africa.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 121; Noes, 212. (Division List No. 74.) 


Original Question again proposed. 


Page 


vo 


461 
468 
470 
472 
473 
473 


479 


482 
485 
487 
489 











Page 


82 
85 


89 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


March 19.] 
THE SOMALILAND EXPEDITION. 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) .. 





_— made, and Question proposed 
‘That the Item, Class 5, Vote 2, be reduced by £10,000, in respect 
of Somaliland (Grant in Aid).”—(Sir Brampton Gurdon.) 


Viscount Cranborne 

Mr. William Redmond 

Mr. Broadhurst 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 
Mr. Daly ye 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, * That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 230; Noes, 117. (Division List No. 75. 


Question put accordingly, ‘* That the Item, Class 5, Vote 2, be reduced 
by £10,000, in respect of Somaliland (Grant in Aid).” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 112; Noes, 235. (Division List No. 76.) 
Original (Juestion again proposed. 


SoutH AFRICAN War—HospiItaL CoMMISSION’S REPORT. 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster) 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) , 

Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) : - ‘3 3 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick Surreu, Guildford) 

Mr. O'Shee (W aterford, W. ) 7 ; F Be a ke 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 

‘That the Item, Class 7, Vote 1, be reduced by £1,000.°—(WVr. 
Shee.) 

Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) .. _ 

Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) 

Mr. Crean (Cork, S.E.) bs 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the 
I ? ? 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “* That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided’:—Ayes, 154; Noes, 72. (Division List No. 77.) 


Question put accordingly, “That the Item, Class 7, Vote'l, be reduced 
by £1,000.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 72; Noes, 15 (Division List No. 68.) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour claimed, * That the original Question be now put.” 


Original Question put accordingly— 

‘ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £893,316, be granted 
to His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for Civii 
Services and. Revenue Departments.” 
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March 19.) 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 159 ; Noes, 64. (Division List No. 79.) 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; Committee to sit again To- 
morrow. 
Adjourned at Three of the clock a.m. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 20T# MARCH, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Dorking Gas Bill; Long Eaton Gas Bill; Midland Railway Bill ; Tor- 


rington and Oakhampton Railway Bill; Tottenham and Hampstead 
Junction Railway Bill.—Read a second time, and committed 


Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway Bill.—Ordered, 
That the Minutes of Evidence taken before the Committee on the Wolver- 
hampton and Essington Mineral Railway Bill of Session 1898, the London 
and North Western (New Railways) Bill of Session 1899, and the Wolver- 
hampton, Essington, and Cannock Chase Junction Railway Bill of Session 
1900, be referred to the Committee on Group No. 2, in respect of the 
Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway Bill.—(Mr. Hargreaves 
Brown.) ‘ us Ss a - on # - 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates Act 1896.—Petitions against re-enactment, from 
Cardiff ; and Burnley ; to lie upon the Table .. : #2 i ey 

Beer Biii.—Petitions in favour, from Leicester ; and Halvergate ; to lie 
upon the Table 


Buriat Paces (EXEMPTION FROM RATES) (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from 
Renfrew, in favour ; to lie upon the Table - st ae 


CuurcH DiIscipLine.—Petition from Attleborough, for alteration of Law ; 
to lie upon the Table .. ” = fe is : 


Coat Mines (EmpLoyMent) Bitt.—Petition from Buckley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table .. - i i = ‘s = - 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTIon (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Burnley ; Barry ; Northampton ; 
Wolverhampton ; and Bacup ; to lie upon the Table .. —.. “5 ie 


InnabiteD House Duty anp Income Tax.—Petition from Blackheath and 
other places, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table .. “ss +e 


InMAN, James.—Petition of James Inman, for redress of grievances ; to lie 
upon the Table .. 


LICENSING (SALE oF INTOXICATING Liquors).—Petition from Lindfield, for 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) Act (1894) AMENDMENT BILL.—Petition from 
Renfrew, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (E1cut Hours) BiLt.—Petition from Buckley, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table ~ a, - - i Bs s ‘is os me 
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OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN StaFF Corps.—Petition of Captain F. H. Domeni- 
chetti, for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.—Petition from Halifax, for extension to Women ; 
to lie upon the Table . ‘ ‘ ; 


POLICE SUPERANNUATION sali BItL.—Petition from Rothesay, — 
to lie upon the Table .. ‘m Pe 3 me : 


Poor Law OFFicers’ SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1896.—Petitions for alteration 
of Law, from Nottingham ; Stafford ; one oo Ledbury ; and Esher, 
in favour ;tolie uponthe Table .. . “ a 


SaLe oF INTOXICATING Liquors oN SuNDAY BILL.—Petitions from Esher, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 


SaLE oF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BiLt.—Petition from Banff, 
against ; to lie upon the Table : 


SaLE oF INTOXICATING LiQuORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Sheffield (ninety-seven) ; Airdrie; Hamilton (two); Sussex; Pontar- 
dulais ; Gorseinon (two); Manchester (twenty-three) ; Llanidloes (five) ; 
Lower Broughton ; Lincoln (five) ; Altrincham (two) ; Hoole ; Chester 
(thirty-five) ; Bridport (two); North Salford (eight) ; Saltney (two) ; 
Fulham (two); Cullompton ; Hither Green (two) ; Lockwood ; Teign 
mouth ; Forest Hill ; Huddersfield (four) ; St. Leonards (nine) ; Woking: 
Crayford ; Bury (two); Wilmington ; Dartford ; Edinburgh (eleven) ; 
Rochester ; Okehampton ; West Devon ; Rawtenstall (two) ; Oldham 
(three) ; Llanrwst ; Everton (seven) ; Ilford ; Crosland Moor; Bonny- 
bridge ; Strathcarron ; Liverpool (thirty-one) ; Stonehouse ; Croston ; 
Chorley (six); Newton Heath; Cardiff (twelve) ; Mid Glamorgan: 
Cadoxton ; Grangtown (two); sig Gargrave; Bacup; Nelson; 
Stockport (five); Leeds (thirty-five); New W ortley (three) ; Bramley 
(two); Kingston-on-Thames ; ‘Armley (fiv e); Lewisham (two) ; Truro ; 
Deptford (ten) ; Maryport ; ‘Holbeck (two); Hull (six) ; Walthamstow : 
Birmingham (eight) : Nottingham (five); Preston (two); Worthing 
(three); Heaton; Hastings (eight); Hammersmith (two); Meopham 
(two); Rhyl (four); Ancoats ; Milton ; Cavendish; Ruabon; Ponkey ; 
Fowey ; Chisworth ; Bradwell ; Buxton ; Bath (two) ; Cheltenham ; Hay- 
field ; Seaford ; Silverdale ; Tunstall ; Eccles (two); Stockbridge; Barns- 
bury ; Eastbourne ; Leigh (four) ; Lowton; Hailsham ; Gorton ; Long- 
sight ; Hulme ; Low wed; Beighton ; Bamsford ; T yldesley ; West Brom- 
wich (nine); Settle ; Wiles: 2 W hitstable; Ringmer; Wortley; 
Herne Bay ; Atherton ; Deal (two); Uphall; Springbourn ; Glasgow 
(twenty) ; Stratford ; Forest Gate ; Hurgate ; Tlfracombe ; ; York (eight) ; 
Swinton (three) ; Walkden ; Pendlebury ; Hunslet (eleven) ; Plymouth 
(nine) ; Worsley (two) ; Weston ; Farnley (four) ; Bristol (seventeen) ; 
Hungerford ; Wynchcomb ; Caistor ; Ecclesfield (three) ; Lancaster ; 
Appleby ; Easingwold ; Leadhills ; Downfield ; Mains ; Aberdeen (two) ; 
Kennington (four); Risca ; Bletchley ; Newcastle-under- -Lyme ; Tar- 
brax ; Onslow Square ; Saffron Walden (two) ; West Newington ; South 
Kensington ; Tilehurst ; Hindley Green ; Weston ; Lamberhead Green 
(two); Belgrave Hall ; Leicester (eleven) ; Dumfries ;_Tonyrefail ; 
South Lambeth ; Rock Ferry (eight) ; Salford (seven) ; ’ Dinas (two) ; 
Tonypandy (two) ; Llwynpia ; Trealaw ; Chiswick ; Port Sunlight (two); 
Ealing (seven) ; Hav en Green (three) ; Cly dach ; Gowerton ; Liansamlet; 
West Glamorgan (two); Bromley; Birkenhead (nineteen) : Berwick- 
shire ; Sevenoaks (two) ; Leatherhead ; Skipton ; Petersham ; Morte 
lake ; Llanfairfechan ; Winchmore Hill ; Powerstock ; Abercarn (two) ; 
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South Monmouth; Wadesley Bridge (two); Stocksbridge (three) ; 
Gleadless ; Grenoside (three); Wylye; Falkirk ; Metropolitan Taber- 
nacle; Hawridge; High Wycombe; Bourne End; Lambeth (three) ; 
Wareham ; Leek (two) ; Halifax (three) ; Lavender Hill (two) ; Chester- 
ton; Kilmarnock ; Govan (two); Leith (four); Walkley (two) ; Owler- 
ton ; Musselburgh ; North Leith (two); Rotherham (four); Clapham 
(four) ; Swallownest ; Hartlepool (three) ; Crosston ; New Brighton (two) ; 
Cheadle ; Hoylake; Oxton (two); Keadby; Epworth; Walworth 
(two); Upper Tooting ; Great Meols ; Claughton; Wallasey ; Grange- 
mouth (two) ; South Ayrshire ; Dunipace ; Camelon ; Kilsyth ; Balfron; 
Lennoxtown; Stenhousemuir; Ashbourne; Beeston; Melbourne 
(two); Millburn; Lugen; Girvan; Sunderland (three); Paisley ; 
Ruabon ; Stockton ; Uppermill; Thornley ; Darlington ; Copthorne ; 
Springburn ; Broompark ; Warrington (five) ; Stockport (three) ; Hoots- 
with-Warsash ; Woodhouse; Street (two); Winsford: Kings Heath ; 
Wavertree ; Burntisland (two) ; Kirkealdy ; Wandsworth (five) ; Putney 
(four) ; Balham ; Tulse Hill; Earlsfield : Portsmouth ; Briercliffe (two) ; 
Sarisbury Green ; Tooting : Kirkstall : Headingley ; Macclesfield ; Wood- 
house Carr (three) ; Lumb; Higher Tranmere ; Seacombe (two); Tran- 
mere (four) ; Widnes (two) ; New Ferry ; Hoylake ; Wigan ; Bridge-of-Weir 
(three) ; Burley ; Moortown ; Marsden ; Durham ; Jarrow-on-Tyne ; South 
London (three); Friern Barnet (four); Rochdale (nine); Rishton ; 
Oswaldtwistle (two) ; Bowes Park ; Long Clawson ; Brighton ; Newbold ; 
Newton Abbot ; Westbury-on-Trym ; Bovey Tracey ; Waterloo ; Bed- 
minster; Tow Law; Buddug; Higher Openshaw; Stepney (two) ; 
Barnsley (four); St. Neots (two); Chagford ; Heywood; Ness Bank ; 
Inverness ; Bangor; London; Rusholme (two); Barrhead: Saltcoats ; 
Darvel; Newmilns; Kenley; Smitham Bottom; Droylsden (two) ; 
Brockley (two); Hill Cliife: Hebburn; Alnwick ; Woodford ; South- 
port ; Chailey ; Ancoats ; Accrington ; Great Harwood ; Salford Dock ; 
Kilbarchan ; East Greenwich ; Sleaford (three) ; Wimbledon ; Mynyd- 
dislwyn ; Risea; Machen; Sandwich; Ramsgate; Ludlow ; Burnage 
(two); Garston; Kendal; Hampstead; Kingston-upon-Hull (two) ; 
Clones ; Old Trafford ; West Becchar ; Festiniog ; Bala ; Glyndyirdwg ; 
Levenshulme ; Totterdown; Hollington; Stonegate; Stourbridge ; 
Corris; Dolgelly ; Kerridge; Bollington (two); Rainow; Langley ; 
Macclesfield (five) ; Sutton ; Hindsfield ; Middlesbrough (nine) ; Burnley ; 
Ulverstone ; Slaugham ; Bolney (two) ; Askam-in-Furness (two) ; Dalton 
in-Furness; Wem; Corwen: (four); Festiniog ; Llandarwg (three) ; 
Llandrillo ; Trawsfynydd; Harlech (two); Carrog (two); Blaenau 
(two); Tan-y-Grisian (three); Llanbedr and Pensarn ; Dundee (twenty- 
eight) ; Walton ; Small Heath (two) ; Gloucester (two) ; Knaresborough; 
North Camberwell ; Sherburn Hill (five) ; Malden; Brighouse ; Harro- 
gate; Alva (two); Port Dundas (two); Holywell; Govanhill ; Sum- 
merseat ; Perth ; Lochee (two) ; Brislington ; Taunton (four) ; Driffield 
(two); Bingley (two) ; Guiseley ; Colsterworth (two) ; Renfrew ; Hyde ; 
Egremont ; Southport (four); North Meols ; Battersea (twelve) ; Mot- 
tram-in-Longdendale ; Torquay; Bolton (eight); Camberwell (seven) ; 
Farnborough ; Cheltenham; Wandsworth Common (two); United 
Kingdom Alliance ; Seaton Burn ; Throckley ; Elswick ; Malvern (two) ; 
Brixton (three); Margate (two); Westgate-on-Sea; West Norwood : 
Newcastle-on-Tyne (eight) ; Dartmouth (six) ; Caerswys (two) ; Brechin 
(two) ; Arbroath ; Penwith ; North Ormesby (two) ; Liandinam ; Mont- 
rose; Upper Norwood; Streatham (three); Cottingley ; Marple ; 

Hetton-le-Hole ; Midgley and Warley ; Hay (six); Kennington ; Hayle 

Luton; Great Driffield; Arthington; Ambleside; Highbridge (two) ; 
Northumberland ; Cupar: Sutton; North Malvern ; Romsey ; Richard 
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Rutter and others ; Plaistow ; Newbury ; Cambois ; Crosby ; Carlisle ; 
Holywell; Chryston; Mile End (two); Whitechapel; Cheetham; 
Meanwood ; Shadwell; Winsford; Heywood; Runcorn; Northwich ; 
Southampton (three); Scholes; Brecknock ; Sunnybridge; Small- 
bridge; Rhawl; Fareham; Ashton-in-Makerfield (three); Coupar 
Angus; New Mills (two); Elgin (two); Earlestown ; Wolverhampton 
(three) ; Farnworth ; Southsea ; Irwell Bank ; North Devon; Lough- 
borough ; Pease’s West (three) ; Walsingham ; Tow Law (three) ; West 
Auckland ; Middleton-in-Teesdale (two); Billy Row; Frosterley ; St. 
Helens; Rawmarsh (six); Airdrie; Hayfield; Chapel-en-le-Frith ; 
National British Women’s Temperance Association ; Emsworth ; Ports- 
mouth (two); Deerness; Waterbeck; Hatcham Park ; Whitehaven ; 
Hayfield; St. Johns; Slaithwaite; Rowarth; Shaldon; West- 
boro’; Batley Carr (three); Dewsbury (ten); Ravensthorpe 
(two); Dewsbury Moor; Thornhill Lees; Hanging Heaton; [Lee 
(four); Moss Side; Colne (eighteen); Trawden (two); Morley 
(two); Mirfield (two); Winewace; ‘Tonbridge; Portobello; Slate- 
ford; Dalkeith; Brighouse (two); Warrington; Partick; Black- 
burn (four) ; Prestwich (two) ; Higham ; Barugh Green ; Lower Brough- 
ton; High Flatts; Linton; Hooley Hill (two); Ashton-uwnder-Lyne ; 
Ryecroft ; Southwark (two); Broughton Park ; Netherton; Penryn 
(two) ; Stamford Hill; Harwood; Ruthin (five) ; King’s Cross ; Savile 
Town; Colwyn Bay (two); Hurst: Surrey Gardens; Withiel St. 
Blazey ; Blackfriars; Venjan Green; Newquay; Llanrwst; Nails- 
worth ; Sittingbourne; Varteg (two): Whitehaven: Scone; Lime- 
house Fields; Dunston-on-Tyne; Hockley ; Britleg : Cheetham Hill ; 
North Kensington ; Stockwell: Greenlaw ; Ashfield: Newtown; Fal- 
mouth; Fraserburgh; Duns; Llanrhaiadr: Ardsley ;  Gavinton ; 
Woolwich ; Blaenavon; Llanarmen; Duffryn; Talvwain ; Plumstead 
(two); Middlewich ; Marlow ; Penn; Flackwell Heath ; Slough ; Wood- 
house (two) ; Woolston ; Branston ; Aberaman ; Merthyr Vale ; Penarth 
(four) ; Moreton-in-Marsh ; Astley Bridge : Prescot ; Stonehouse ; Tenby 
Blaenconin ; Pembroke Dock ; St. Davids (seven); Leonard Stanley : 
Swanage; Park; West Marvlebone (two); Shenley (two): Little 
Heath: Partick (two); Maenclochog: Reigate; Tarbolton: Dum- 
barton; Renfrew; Redhill; Altrincham; Sale; Thornton Heath 
(two); Purley ; Croydon (seven); Brow; Bretherton ; Polmont ; Aber- 
dare (two); Knighton ; Norton Canes ; South Leeds ; Newport ; Ilkes- 
ton (two); Merthyr Tydfil (two); Kilsyth; Durhain ; Stockton-on- 
Tees; Teddington; Dreghorn; Clun; Frenchay; Tibshelf; South 
Normanton ; Cambridge ; Compton: Pinxton; Alfreton ; Swanwick ; 
Chesterfield (seven) ; Stanhope ; Ulverstone ; Lindal; Ayrshire ; Clay 
Cross ; Bradford (three) ; Auchinleck (two); Old Cumnock ; Galston ; 
Kenley ; Whiteleaf ; Hampton Hill; Eastwood (two); Catford ; Mans- 
field ; Aspley Guise ; Wellington ; Brompton Ralph ; Furnace ; Reading 
(five); Stockdaleworth; North Shields; Oban ; Kidderminster ; 
Aspatria (two) ; Watchet (three); Lewisham (four) ; Blackheath (two) ; 
Earlsfield ; Longtown (two): Mowbray; Abbey Town; Wrexham ; 
Tottenham ; Matlock ; Clifton; Hathersage ; Winswall; Burn Cross ; 
Morton ; Grantham ; Humberstone ; Wincobank ; Hoyland Common 
(two); Tetney; Clydach Vale; Trealaw; Twyford; Wokingham ; 
Paddington ; Ascot ; South Molton ; King’s Nympton ; Dolton ; Boston; 
Melton Mowbray; Peckham (two): Trowbridge (three); Bedford ; 
St. George-in-the-East ; Bognor ; East Dulwich (four) ; Chadwell Heath ; 
East Ham (two); Kentish Town: South Lambeth: Ynyseynhaiarn 
(two); Portmadoe ; Exeter (nine) ; Chelsea ; Newington Green (two) ; 
Stoke Newington (three) ; South Saint Pancras ; Chester (three) ; Red- 
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ditch ; Acocks Green; Kingsbridge (three); Romford ; Upton Park ; 
Sherborne ; Glanadda (two) ; Pwllheli ; Totnes ; Somerset ; Shirebrook ; 
Somerton; Wincanton; Henstridge; Newark; Hornsea; Buckfast- 
leigh (three); Castle Cary ; North West Surrey : Bucklow ; Willing- 
don ; Ore; Furness Vale; Richmond (Surrey) (two) ; Amberley ; Red- 
ditch ; Chippenham ; Guisborough; and Caersws; to lie upon the 
Table a - = - ee ve es at * i -- 559 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) Bit :— 

Petitions against, from Scottish Licence Trade Defence Association ; Kirrie- 
muir; and Border Counties Wine, Spirit, and Beer Trade Defence 
Association ; to lie upon the Table. 

Petitions in favour, from Dunkeld ; Dalbeattie ; Shettlestone (two) ; Coat- 
dyke (two) ; Coatbridge (two) ; Auldearn ; Macduff ; Dundee (nine) ; 
Edinburgh (four); Pitlochry ; Glasgow (eleven); Vale of Leven ; 
Stromness; Locharbriggs; Waterbeck; Penpont; Dufftown 
Brechin (four); Rothesay; Kirkintilloch ; Ayr (two); Greenock ; 
Paisley (six) ; Carnoustie ; Alva; Lochee ; Perth ; Mortlach ; Pont- 
gordon; Portessie; Aberdour; Thornton; Pollokshields (two) ; 
Gamrie ; Inverbervie; Stenhousemuir; Montrose ; Thornbridge ; 
Laurieston ; Tranent ; Buckie ; St. Cyrus; Dumfries (six) ; Peter- 
eulter ; Ayton ; Bonnyrigg ; Govanhill ; Govan (four) ; Newhaven ; 
Ceres : Musselburgh (two) ; ; Troon; Muirkirk ; Kirk Wynd: Duni- 
pace; Maybole; Duns (two); Bridge of Allan; Bannockburn ; 
Cupar; Colmsnell ; Laurieston; Denny; New Kilpatrick ; Kirk- 
ealdy (two); Darval; Anderston: Inverness (two) ; Nikhill ; Barr- 
head; Saltcoats; Stewarton ; Kilmarnock ; Golspie ; Kilmalcolm ; 
Bellshill : Elie ; Carluke ; Scottish Temperance Federation ; Nairn ; 
Strathpeffer; Riecarton; Kirkmaiden; Kirkeowan; Coylton ; 
Galston (three); Newmilns; Parton; Peebles (three); Alyth: 
Granton ; Leith (three) ; Kirriemuir ; Broughty Ferry ; Coldstream ; 
and Bonhill ; to lie upon the Table. 

Petition from Edinburgh, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table -- 564 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NationaL Dept ANNUITIES.—Account presented of the gross Amount of all 
Bank Annuities and any Annuities for terms of years transferred, and of 
all sums of money paid to the Commissioners for the Reduction of the Wi 
National Debt, and the Gross Amount of Annuities for Lives and for terms 
of years, etc., granted within the year ended 5th January, 1901 [by Act]; 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 88.] 565 
W 
Wexrorp County CounciL vy. LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp.— Return presented 
relative thereto Jordered 19th March; Sir Thomas Esmonde|: to lie 
upon the Table .... vie - ie 7 “a a 4 -- 565 OL 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill.—Order for Second Ole 
Reading read. 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) .. 565 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ‘oh nd 567 
Sir William Houldsworth (Manchester. \.W.) 573 vO 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘“ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Major Jameson (Clare, W.) hs nS es $i 578 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.) a % me i oa ‘e 585 
, Amendment proposed— 
5E g om ‘ ’ . 
oad To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add 
the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ *—(Major Jameson). 
(Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘ now ’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) 590 
Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) . Ls a a, .. 698 
Mr. Flower (Bradford W.) .. tt ms is ‘i ~ .. 595 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) .. 8 fy - 5 .. 602 
Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N.) .. 605 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire)  .. 7. oe 4: ve .. 607 
The Under Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Jesse 
Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) 5 “é f .. 609 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire. W.) 615 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) .. 619 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, VN.) .. st 620 
Mr. Marshall Hall (Lancashire, South port) 622 
Mr. Crombie rose in his place, and claimed to move, ‘* That the Question 
be now put.” 
Question put. * That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided: Ayes, 407; Noes, 31. (Division List No. 80.) 
Question put accordingly, ‘ That the word ‘ now ’ stand part of the Ques- 
tion.” 
The House divided: Ayes, 372: Noes, 54. (Division List No. 81.) 
6 ; : 
i Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 
NEW BILLS. 
WerIGHTS AND Measures.—Bill to amend the Law relating to Weights and 
Measures, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bousfield, Mr. Parkes. Mr, 
Kearley, and Sir Fortescue Flannery. 
65 f 
Weights and Measures Bill.—“ To amend the Law relating to Weights 
and Measures,” presented and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 17th April, and to be printed. [Bill 109. | 631 
65 ee . a ; 5 
poss Otp Ace Penstons (No. 5).—Bill to make provision for Old Age Pensions, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Bousfield, Mr. Strutt, Mr. J. W. Wilson, 
and Mr. Laurence Hardy. 
Old Age Pensions (No. 5) Bill—‘ To make provision for old Age 
Pensions,’ presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
55 upon Wednesday, 17th April, and to be printed. [Bill 110.] . 62 
b 
67 Adjourned at a quarter before Six of the c'ock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 2ist MARCH, 1901. 
Took THE OatH.—The Lord Bishop of Oxford took the Oath 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia 
mits had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied 
with :—Worcester Tramways. The same was ordered to lie upon the 


Table 


Stanpinc Orpers ComMitree.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Watford and District Tramways Bill [11.. | 
ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed, provided that 
Tramway No. 7 and such parts of Tramways Nos. 1 and 11 as are within 
the district of the Watford Rural District Council be struck out of the Bill. 
Read, and agreed to 


London (City) School for nahin of Freemen Bill 1 pt |; Lowestoft 
Corporation Bill [H.L.|—Reports of His Majesty’s Attorney General 
received, and ordered to lie on the Table 3. 


King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Tramways Bill 
|H.L.]; Aire and Calder Navigation Bill [H.1.|; Bournemouth Corporation 
Bill [1.L.|—Report from the Select Committee, That the Committee 
adjourned this day at Two o'clock ; and pray leave not to sit again till 
Monday next ; read, and leave given 


St. Bartholomew’s Hospital Bill [1.1.]; Great Southern and Western 
Railway Bill [u.L.]|—Committed ; The Committees to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection 


Christ’s Hospital ane! Bill In) Leeds Churches Bill [1.1.]— 


Committed 


Bethlem Hospital Bill tn i: Bridewell Hospital Bill 1 [a ab Lowestoft 
Corporation Bill [1.1.]; London (City) School for Orphans of Freemen 
Bill [u.L.|.—Read 2a (according to order) Bi 


Llanelly and Mynydd} Mawr Railway Bill [H.L.|.—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the promoters do not intend to proceed further 
with the Bill. Ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded with 


Handsworth Urban District Council Bill [t.L.]—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. The orders made on the 8th March and 
Friday last discharged ; and Bill committed 


Llanelly Harbour Bill [1.1.].—Report from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the &th Mareh and ibid last discharged ; 
and Bill committed 


Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water Bill ng: j—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con 
sideration of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, 
and ordered to lieon the Table. The orders made on the &th March and 
Friday last discharged ; and Bill committed forthwith 
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PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BiLLs.—Ordered, That no 
Private Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after Thursday, the 27th day of June next ; That no Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bill originating in this House shall be read a first 
time after Thursday, the 9th day of May next ; That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Billbrought from the Houseof Commonsshallbe readasecond 
time after Thursday, the 27th day of June next ; That when a Bill shall 
have passed this House with Amendment these orders shall not apply to 
any new Bill sent up from the House of Commons which the Chairman 
of Committees shall report to the House is substantially the same as the 
Bill so amended ; That this House will not receive any petition for a 
Private Bill later then Thursday, the 9th day of May next, unless such 
Private Bill shall have been approved by the High Court of Justice ; nor 
any petition for a Private Bill approved by the High Court of Justice after 
Friday, the 17th day of May next ; That this House will not receive any 
report from the Judges upon petitions presented to this House for Private 

sills after Friday, the 17th day of May next. Ordered, That the said 
orders be printed and published, and affixed on the doors of this House 


and Westminster Hall. (No. 24.) .. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Army.—I. (Royal Military Academy, Woolwich)—Report of the Board of 
Visitors for 1900; II. (Royal Military College, Sandhurst)—Report of 
the Board of Visitors for 1900; III. Finding of a Court of Inquiry, held 
at Barberton on 25th September, 1900, to investigate the circumstances 
under which Lieutenant-Colonel B. E. Spragge, D.S.O0.. 13th Battalion 
Imperial Yeomanry, and others, became prisoners of war “8 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).— No. 2562, France (Havre) ; No. 2563, Italy 
(Ancona) ; No. 2564, Japan (Hiogo and Osaka). Presented (by command) 
and ordered to lie on the Table 


NATIONAL DEBT (ANNUITIES).— Account of the gross amountof all bank annuities 
and any annuities for terms of years transferred, and of all sums of money 
paid to the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt ; and 
the gross amount of annuities for lives and for terms of years which have 
been granted for the same, and contracts for payments on death, which 
have been made within the year ended 5th January, 1901 ; laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie upon the Table 


Scottish Private Birt LeGistatron—LocaL INQUIRIES. 


The Karl of Glasgow .. Be ne 3% fi as 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 


EarLy CLOSING OF SHops.—The evidence taken before the Select Committee 
from time to time to be printed for the use of the Members of this House ; 
but no copies thereof to be delivered except to members of the Committee 
until further order .. s i a es sh sa oP 


NEW BILLS. 
Polling Arrangements (Parliamentary Boroughs) Bill [H.t.}—A Bill 
to amend the law relating to the arrangement of polling districts in 


Parliamentary boroughs. (No. 22.) 
d 2 
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Polling Districts (County Councils) Bill [1.u.}.--A Bill to make further 

provision with respect to the arrangement of polling districts for the 

election of county councillors. (No. 23.) % ” ” 
Presented by the Lord Ribblesdale ; read 1a; to be printed, and to 

be read 2a on Tuesday next. 





Catxa—ANGLO-Ressian Dispute At TIENTSIN.—Question, Earl Spencer , 
Answer, The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of 
Lansdowne) - 3 


Intoxicating Liquor (Sale to Travellers) Bill [11.L.}.—{Srconp Rraprnc. | 
—Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 

The Lord Bishop of Winchester a ie 6 ~ 3 

Moved, * That the Bill be now read 2a." —( The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


Discussion :— 
Lord Norton 
Lord Belper - - 
The Earl of Aberdeen 
The Earl of Camperdown 
The Lord Archbishop of ¢ ‘anterbury 
The Lord Archbishop of York : 
The Prime Minister and Lord teiga Seal (The Marquess of Salisbury) 
Harl Spencer bs = 


The Lord Bishop of Hereford 
On Question, their Lordships divided :—Contents, 45; Not-Contents, 
51. Resolved in the negative. 


Berwickshire County Town Bill [H.L.|.—Read 3° (according to order), 
and passed, and sent to the Commons =a Sh 4s a 


LvpGATteE Hint anp Snow Hitt Raitway STATions. 


Discussion :— 
Lord Monkswell.. 
The Earl of Hardwicke . bs 


THe RoyaL DecLaration AGAINST ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 

The Marquess of Salishury ote ee - ‘i 

Moved, To resolve that it is desirable that a Joint Committee of both 
Houses be appointed to consider the Declaration required of the 
Sovereign, on his accession, by the Bill of Rights (1 Will. II]. cap. 21 
s. 1); and to report whether its language can be modified advan- 
tageously, without diminishing its efficacy, as a security for the main- 
tenance of the Protestant succession.—(The Lord Privy Seal.) 


The Earl of Camperdown  .. - im es 
Earl Spencer ce ws is as ‘ oe 
Lord Herries a ite +. % oe 


On Question, agreed to ; Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Commons 
to communicate this Resolution, and to desire their concurrence. 


House adjourned at five minutes before Seven of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 21st MARCH, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Wallasey Improvement Bill. [By Orpen] .. .. «0 we we 678 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) 673 
Motion made, and Question proposed,— 
That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Wallasey Inprove- 
ment Bill to insert the following Clause— 
No scheme for the establishment of a superannuation or provi- 
dent fund under this Act shall come into operation until it has been 
registered by the Registrar of Friendly Societies under the Friendly 
Societies Act.”—(Mr. Strachey.) 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool Exchange) .. os Ss wel) Gere 
Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) iss rs ind ij % .. 679 
Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Iye) is - ‘4 = es .. 680 
Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire, Newton) = 7" =i .. 680 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ss mn 7 we .. 680 
The Chairman of Committees (Mr. J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, 
Penrith) a ae oe Ss ies er = si .. 681 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) .. te a .. 682 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) .. Kis Sa ra an .. 684 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, N.) .. 5 és “ me as -- 684 


Motion made, and Question proposed,— 
* That the Debate be now adjourned.”—(Mr. Field.) 
But Mr. Speaker being of opinion that the motion was an abuse of the rules 
of the House, put the Question thereon forthwith to the House. 
The House divided’ -— Ayes, 102 ; Noes, 175. (Division List No. 82.) 
Original Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 186; Noes, 114. (Division List No. 83.) 
Ordered, That it be an instruction to the Committee on the Wallasey 
Improvement Bill to insert the following clause— 

No scheme for the establishment of a superannuation or provi- 
dent fund under this Act shall come into operation until it has been 
registered by the Registrar of Friendly Societies under the Friendly 
Societies Act. 


PRIvATE Brits (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz.:—Glasgow 
and South-Western Railway Bill; Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding 
Junction Railway and Dock Bill; Metropolitan Railway Bill; North 
Eastern Railway Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. 689 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, viz.:—Notting Hill Elec- 
tric Lighting Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. .. 690 


PrivaTE Britt Petition [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 
Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the Worcester Tram- 
ways Bill, reported by the Chairman of Ways and Means as intended to 
originate in the House of Lords. the Standing Orders have been complied 
with 4s ss ey me > wy oe zs F ns » GF 
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London County Council (Tramways and Street Widenings) Bill. 
—*'To enable the London County Council to construct new tram- 
ways and to reconstruct and alter tramways in the county of London ; 
to work tramways by electric traction ; and to make new streets and street 
improvements ; and for other purposes,’’ read the first time ; to be read a 
second time 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill (By ice ation a 
second time and committed ; 

RAILWAY BILLs (Group 1).—Ordered, That A Petaling Campbell do oiend 
the Committee on Group 1 of Railway Bills To-morrow, at half past Eleven 
of the clock 


PETITIONS. 
Beer Br.t.—Petition from Bowes, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 


ELMENTARY Epucation (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScHOOLS).—Petition from Finchley, for alteration of Law ; to lie »pon the 
Table 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.—Petition from West Woodburn. for extension to 
women ; to lie upon the Table oe 


Poor Law OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1896.—Petitions for alteration of 
Law from Atcham and Milton next Sittingbourne ;: to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Blaenavon; Spennymoor; Bowden Close; Hirwain (two); Byers 
Green ; Bishop Auckland (eight); Luton (two); Whittington Moor : 
Liverpool (five); Salford (seven); Coptord ; Halifax (two); Bedford- 
shire; Leighton Buzzard; Durham; Pendleton (three); South Nor- 
wood (two) ; East Ham; Berwick-on-T'weed ; Goole; Newcastle-on- 
Tyne (six); Nottingham (two); Wishaw; Benwell: Camperdown : 
Willington Quay ; Cambusnethan ; Overtown ; Cardiff (ten) ; Chelms- 
ford ; St. Marylebone ; Galashiels ; Rhondda Valley ; Ferndale ; Hollin- 
wood ; Henley-on-Thames; Wolverhampton; Hawkhurst; Regent's 
Park ; Edinburgh (two); Port Glasgow ; Ticehurst ; Stockport (two) ; 
Burwash Weald; Kirkintilloch (two); Sheffield (six); Jamestown : 
Birmingham (eight) ; Croydon ; Birkenhead (two) ; Wigton ; Newmilns ; 
Clifton ; Oswestry ; Norwich (five); St. Budeaux ; Wombwell (three) ; 
Oldham ; Kingsteignton ; Bury (three) ; West Salford ; Hayfield ; Wool- 
fold; Clydebank ; Kirkwall (two) ; Crosthwaite ; Great Salkeld ; Pen- 
rith: Weaste; Aston; Pontefract; Keswick ; Lofthouse; Mirfield 
(three) ; Pudsey (three) ; Stanningley (two); Dewsbury ; Llwynypia ; 
Leeds (two); Churwell; Horsforth; Barnsley ; Blodeuyn y Duffryn ; 
Aldingbourne ; Ilfracombe ; Wrockwardine Wood ; Hornsey Rise ;_Is- 
lington ; Exmouth (six) ; Caledonian Road ; Deptford Park ; Patricroft ; 
Walton Park ; Greenock (four): Clevedon ; Annan ; Bradford ; Ealing : 
Kilmarnock ; Skegness; Sidmouth; Southend; Lyminster; Bristol 
(three); Hexham; Holly Park; Hunwick; Willington; Brecon ; 
Aylestone ; Woolwich ; Bagslate ; Rochdale (three) ; Heywood ; Fording- 
bridge (two): Wakefield (two): Elgin (three) : Crowborough ; Chelsea ; 
Withington (two); Laneaster (three): Glasgow (eight); Morison ; 
Warmby ; Dundee (two) ; St. Albans; East Dulwich ; Corsham (two) ; 
Balsall Heath ; Stedham ; West Norwood ; Forest Hill (two) ; Catford ; 
Hastings ; Ffyunon Groew ; Mold Junction ; Rossett ; Peterhead ; Ease- 
bourne ; Loughborough Park ; Oldland Common: Devizes; Stock- 
bridge : Wandsworth ; and Fishbourne : to lie upon the Table 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL AND SALE OF INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from Perth, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table .. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) Bitt.—Petitions in 
favour, from Dundee; Lochee; Newmilns (two); Kinneil; Borrow- 
stounness ; Uphall ; Whitburn (two) ; Kirkintilloch ; Galashiels (two) ; 
Langton ; Hawick ; Glasgow (three) ; Kirkwall ; Peebles ; Erzie ; Bowl- 
ing: Greenock (six) ; Aberdeen (two); Rattray ; Sandwick (five) ; and 
Charlestown ; to lie upon the Table ee ie 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WEXFORD County CoUNCIL v. LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp.—Return [presented 
20th March] to be printed. [No. 89.| . .: 


Army (Royan Minitary Acapemy, Woo.wicH).—Copy presented, of Report of 
the Board of Visitors for 1900 | by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Army (Royat MILITARY COLLEGE, SANDUURST).—Copy presented, of Report of 
the Board of Visitors for 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Army. —Copy presented, of Finding of a Court of Inquiry, held at Barberton 
on the 25th September, 1900, to investigate the circumstances under 
which Lieut.-Colonel B. E. Spragge, D.S.O., [3th Battalion Imperial 
Veomanry, and others, became prisoners of war [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND).—Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered 19th March ; Mr. Lough]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 90. ] 


IMPERIAL REVENUE (COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE) GREAT BRITAIN AND 
IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 19th March ; 
Mr. Lough|; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 91.] 


CHARITY COMMISSION (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Copy presented, of Forty-eighth 
Report of the Charity Commissioners for England and Wales [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2,562 to 2,564 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS (MAIDSTONE).—Ordered, That the Copy of the 
Judges’ Report and Minutes of Evidence in the Maidstone Election Trial 
be printed. [No. 92.}—-(Vr. Attorney General.) 


WUESTIONS. 


Sourn ArricAN War—Prace NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL Boria.—Ques- 
tion, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, 
W.) ai 

TRANSVAAL Civit: ADMINISTRATION—-Mr. DovGLas FostTer.—Question, Sir 
Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Borer Prisoners—Mrs. Herrzoc.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northampton- 
shire, E.); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain : my 
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British SoutH Arricas CoMPANY’s ACCOUNTS.—Question, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 

RESPONSIBILITY FOR CONCENTRATION OF STORES AT LADYSMITH.—(luestions, 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton), and Mr. McKenna (Monmouth- 
shire,N.) ; Answer, The Seeretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) ie 

SoLDIERS’ Wipows’ PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; Auswer, 
Mr. Brodrick ie 


ALLEGED Borr Atrocity av TAAtBoscH.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 


Tydvil); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


COMFORTS FOR THE TROOPS.—Questions, Mr. Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spald- 
ing), Mr. Lambert, Mr. Bartle *y (Islington, N.), and Mr. Herbert Lewis 
(Flint Boroughs) ; Answers, Lord Sti anley 


RegecreD Mark TV. BuLLers.— Questions, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty). 
Mr. Keir Hardie, and Mr. Patric k O'Brien sale Answers, Lord 
Stanley ei af 


SoLpiers’ Kits.—Mr. Keir Hardie; Auswer, Lord Stanley 


YEOMANRY ‘TRAINING.—Question, Mr. Stock (Liverpool, Walton) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley 


Boy Recruit.—Question, Colonel Brookfield (Sussex, Rye); Answer, Lord 
Stanley 


EBRINGTON Barracks, LONDONDERRY.---Question, The Marquess of Hamilton 
(Londonderry) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


ALDERSHOT ARMY SCHOOL.-—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.); Answer. 
Lord Stanley 


DINGWALL Barack ACCOMMODATION.——Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Lord 
Stanley 


SCOTTISH VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer. Lord 
Stanley 


WRECK OF H.M.S. ° SYBILLE. Question, Sir Jolin Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, 
W.) 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION. —Question, Mr. Macartney (Antrim, S.); Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


CHINA-ANGLO-RussiAN DIsPpUTE at TIENTSIN.—-Questions, Mr. Willian Red- 
mond (Clare. E.), Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs), Mr. Dillon 
(Mayo, E.), Mr. O'Shee (Waterford, W.), Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rugby), and Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for india (Lord G. Hamilton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing), The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.), and The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Vis- 
count Cranborne, Rochester) 


tUsso-CHINESE AGREEMENT ON MANCHURiA.—Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 

Tue Yanc-Tsze Viceroys.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answer, 

Mr A. J. Balfour 
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EXTRADITION TREATY WITH THE UNITED STATES.—Questions, Mr. Taylor (Lan- 
cashire, Radcliffe), Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.), and Sir Howard 
Vincent (Sheffield, Central); Answer, Viscount Cranborne .. a> 
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Avon); Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Han- 
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bury, Preston) 


IMporRTS OF INvERIOR THA. --Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse ; Answer. The 
President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long. Bristol, 8.) 716 


VACCINATION OF PAUPER CHILDREN.---Question, Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) ; 


Answer, Mr. Waiter Long , 717 
Pook Law MepicaL RELIEF AND FRANCHISE.---Question, Mr. H. J. Wilson 
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Foop PRESERVATIVES—Borax.—Question, Mr. Joyce (Limerick); Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. cs ‘es e 719 
MepicaL Orricers of Heaxru.--—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long Re pe 2 i és iw tae 


INSPECTORS OF NUISANCES.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 720 
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TELEPHONE Districts. —Question. Mr. M’Kenna; Auswer. The Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 

PROMOTION IN THE MANCHESTER Post OFrick.—Question, Mr. Schwann ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain i ne 

LAND COMMISSION (IRELAND) CLERKS.—-Question, Mr. Yoxall; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain es 

CIVIL SERVICE SUPERANNUATION ReEGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Yoxall ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain. . 
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Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 
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Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 

MAIDSTONE ELEcTION Petition.—‘)uestion, Mr. John Ellis: Auswer, The 

Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 

SNEEM Pier.— Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) 3) Answer, ‘The Chiet 
Secretary for Treland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 

DerRIQUIN CASTLE SHOOTING Party.—Question, Mr. Boland; Answer. Mr. 
Wyndham ~ 

Irish LocaL GoveRNMENT-—ASSISTANT COUNTY SURVEYORS.—Question, Mr. 
Daly ; Answer Mr. Wyndham 

Irish Poor) Law MepicaL Orricers-—Hontpays.---Question, Mr. Daly ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ita 

TRAINED Nurses IN WorkKHOUSE Hospirats.—-Question, Mr. Dely ; Answer 
Mr. Wyndham ce . 

CARRICKMACROsS WorkioUsE Dirtary.—Question, Mr. Daly ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham és 


Dromard Perry Sesstons—District INspecTOR CLAYTON.---Question, Mr. 


John Campbell (Armagh, N.) 

CastTLeBar District LuNAtic AsyLUM.—Questious, Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) 
and Mr. Hammond (Carlow); Answers, Mr. Wyndham — .. “a 

KILMaALLock =Districr CouNciL—-LABourers’  CoTraces.--Question, Mr. 
Lundon (Limerick, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Rents iN County Limerick.-—Question, Mr. Lundon ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham oe 

SHILLELAGH Union Inquiry.—(Question, Mr. Jaines O'Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; 
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ELecTRO-CULTURE OF POTATOES IN) TRELAND.--Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy 
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Sates OF Estates in IReLAND.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy : Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 
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LouGH NeEAGH DrainaGe.—Question, Mr. John Campbell; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham = 7" “i =i “3 “ 

LABOURERS (IRELAND) AcTs. — Question, Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 5S.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham , ‘“s és ve a 

Irish WorKHOUSE NursEs.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham : 

MULLINGAR District LUNATIC AsyLUM.—-Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndhain - 

Iris Rurat Disrricr Councit Aupits.—Questiorn, Mr. Kennedy (West- 
meath, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 

Westport Petry SEssIONS.—CaAsE OF WIDOW SALMON.-—Questions, Mr. John 
O’Donnell (Mayo, 8.) and Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answers, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) : 

PORTADOWN DIsTURBANCES.—Question, Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham “ $ a ; 

BeLvast VALUATION.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain 

nist Liguts Boarp.—-Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. 

MAweN Rocks, LARNE.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 

LAND PURCHASE IN County WEXFoRD.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde 
(Wexford, N.) and Mr. Ftrench (Wexford, S)i Answers, Mr. A. J. Bal- 
four ne Re 


FINANCIAL RELATIONS OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND.—-Question, Mr. John 
Campbell; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Inisu| Boarb of Works-—NEW CHAIRMAN.—Questions, Mr. Patrick O Brien, 
Mr. Claney, and Mr. John Redmond ”" ian ; Auswers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour sh 


Royal DECLARATION AGAINST ROMAN CATHOLICISM.—-Question, Mr. William 
Redmond ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... 


ANNOUNCEMENT TO THE POPE OF THE KING’S ACCESSION.—-Questions, Mr. John 
Campbell and Mr. William Jolnston asemaac S.); Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour $3 gi # es “a 


PRIVATE MEMBERS’ seen caheapinaees Mr. J. P. Farrell ; —? Mr. A. J. 
Balfour 38 +: 
SupeLy PRrocepure--—-PROPOSED COMMITTEE.—Questions, Colonel Milward, Sir 


John Brunner, Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman, aud Mr. Lambert ; Answers 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


IsoLaTion Hosprrats,—Bill to amend the Isolation Hospitals Act, 1893, 
orcered to be brought in by Mr. Long, Mr. Attorney General, and Mr. 
Grant Lawson. 


Isolation Hospitals Bill—‘“ To amend the Isolation Hospitals Act, 1893.” 
presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 111.] 
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SUPPLY.—Navy Estimates.---Order for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.” 
RoMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS IN His Magesty’s Navy :— 
Vr. O'Dowd (Sligo, 8.).. 
Amendment proposed—- 

‘To leave out from the word ‘ That.” to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘in the opinion of this House, Roman 
Catholic Chaplains in His Majesty's Navy should be placed upon the 
same footing as regards rank and pay as C haplains in His Majesty's 
Army,’ instead thereof.” —(Mr. U’Dowd.) 

(Juestion proposed, ** That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Joyce (Limerick) 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (W exford, N 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, L.) 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) = - 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast W.) 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) v 
Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, EE.) .. 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.L.) 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 
Mr. UO Doherty (Doneaal, N.) .. 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.) .. 
Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.) 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) 
Major Jameson (Clare, W.) 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 154: Noes, 97. (Division List No. 84.) 
Main Question again proposed. 
THE GOVERNMENT'S NAVAL PROPOSALS :-— 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 
Sir John Colomh (Great Yarmorth) 
Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) ve ce 
Mr. Fitzalan Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) .. 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ce 
Mr. William Redmond 


It being midnight, the debate stood sdiisbent. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


SUPPLY [Marcu 157H].—Resolutions reported :-— 
Army EstimaTes, 1901-2 

“That a number of Land Forces, not saciid 450,000, all 
ranks, be maintained for the service of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland at Home and Abroad, excluding His Majesty's Indian 
Possessions, during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 

‘ That a sum not exceeding, £21,657,500, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Pay, Allowances. and other Charges of His 
Majesty's Army at Home and Abroad (exclusive of India) (General Staff, 
Regiments, Reserve, and Departments), which will come in due course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of Mareh, 1992.” 
Resolutions read a second time. 
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First Resolution :— , 
Motion made and Question proposed— 


‘That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution.” 


The House divided: Ayes, 208 ; Noes, 55. (Division List No. 85.) 
Second Resolution :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said Reso- 


lution.” 
Mr. William Redmond 7 4 “ $s Pe a .. 815 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) .. 4 is pis Shey ohh .. 818 
Mr. J. P. Farrell = i oe * ss Re a .. 849 
Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) 1 wl .. 820 
Mr. O'Mara (Kilkenny, 8S.) .. 822 
The Secretary of State for War ( Mr. Brodrick, Surrey Guildford). 826 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) bs ' ; +. S28 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move, “That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 

(Juestion put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided: Ayes, 140; Noes, 66; (Division List No. 86.) 


Adjourned at a Quarter after Two of the clock. 
HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 22np MARCH, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Worcester en Bill ore arigunaiiy read la, and referred to 
the Examiners ‘ ae Si ‘es be me .. 833 


Arlesey Gas Bill [1.1.]: Newcastle upon-Tyne and Gateshead Gas Bill 
jut]; Folkestone Corporation Bill {u.L.]—Reported with amendments.. 833 


Charing Cross, Hammersmith, and District Electric Railway 
Bill [u.L.]; King’s Road Railway Bill [H.L.].—Committed : the Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection. . is ‘% .. 833 


North-East London Railway Bill [1.1.]..-A petition of Messrs. Batten, 
Proffitt, and Seott, of 32, Great George Street, Westminster, Parliamen- 
tary Agents, praying for leave to present a petition of Messrs. Baring 
Brothers and Company, Limited, praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bill, although the time limited by Standing Order No. 92 for pre- 
senting such petition has expired ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
and Standing Order No. 92 to be considered on Monday next in order to 


its being dispensed with 833 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PATENT Acts.—Appendices to the Report of the Committee appointed by the 
Board of Trade (ineluding Minutes of evidence). 3 oct re .. 833 


CHARITY ComMIssION (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Fifty-eighth Report of the 
Charity Commissioners 
Presented (by command) and ordered to lie on the Table .. e .. 833 
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TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION Act, 1898 (ELEMENTARY Scnoor Tracers’ 
DEFERRED ANNUITY FUNDS, ENGLAND AND SCOTLAND).—Accounts of the 
Elementary School Teachers’ Deferred Annuity Funds, England and 
Scotland, for the year ended 31st March, 1900, together with the Reports 
of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon ; laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [1.1.].—A Bill to check corruption was 
placed by the Lord Alverstone ; read la; to be printed ; and to be 
read 2a on Thursday next. (No. 25.) 


NATIVE PUBLICATIONS IN INDIA-—CHARGE AGAINST Mr. MALABARIL 


Discussion :— 


Lord Stanley of Alderley = is ws - ‘ i 
The Under Secretary of State for India (The Earl of Hardwicke).. 
Lord Reay os te ee A i a: ie as = 
Lord Sandhurst : 
The Earl of Northbrook: 
The Earl of Hardwicke 


LONDON UNDERGROUND RAILWAYS. 


Moved, “ That a Committee of five Lords be appointed to join with a 
Committee of the House of Commons to consider and report upon 
the subject of London Underground Railways.” —(The Chairman of 
Committees.) 

Agreed to. 

The Lords following were named of the Committee :—E. Lauderdale, 
E. Rosse, V. Knutsford, L. Windsor, and L. Herries. 


Ordered, That such Committee have power to agree with the Committee of 
the House of Commons in the appointment of a chairman. 


Then a message was ordered to be sent to the House of Commons to 
acquaint them therewith, and to request them to appoint five Mem- 
hers of that House to be joined with the said Committee pursuant to 
the Resolution of this House of the 4th instant, and to the Message 
of the House of Commons of the 7th instant, signifying their con- 
currence in the said Resolution 


DELIVERY OF PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS. 
Lord Tiweedmouth 


The Lord President of the Council (the Duke of Devonshire) 


House adjourned at Five of the clock, to Monday next. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 22np MARCH, 1901, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

ELectric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (NO. 1).—Bill to confirm two Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of ‘Trade under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to St. Marylebone, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr, Attorney-General for Treland 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—‘To confirm 
two Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to St. Marylebone,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 112] 


Heckmondwike Gas (Transfer) Bill.—Reported [Preamble not proved] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table x5 8 ; i 


PETITIONS. 


seER Briit.—Petitions in favour, from Stalham ; Hadleigh ; Linton ; Billesdon ; 
Gloucestershire ; Sudbury ; and Sawston ; to lie upon the Table 


Cov Mines (EmpLoyment) Bii..—Petitions in favour, from Shieldhill ; 
Hill of Beath ; Oakley ; Blairadam ; Blairhall ; Wemyss ; Townhill ; Wills- 
green ; Fordell ; Buekhaven ; East Wemyss ; Methil ; and Raith ; to lie 
upon the Table be 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTIon (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from Littleborough ; and Heworth : 
to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Eicur Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour, from Shieidhill ; Oakley ; 
Methil; Blairadam; Hill of Beath; Condenbeath; East Wemyss ; 
Blairhall ; Fordell; Buckhaven ; Wellsgreen ; Townhill; and Wemyss ; 
to lie upon the Table ‘ : 


OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN STAFF Corps.—Petition of Lieutenant E. G. Sexton 
and Captain J. M. Tighe, for redress of grievances ; to lie upon the Table 


Poor LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1896.—Petition from Guildford, 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF [ytToxicaTING Liquors TO CHILDREN BILL—Petitions in 
favour, from Redditch ; Walworth ; Stratford ; South Woodford (three) ; 
3urnage ; Edinburgh (three) ; Reading ; Ince-in-Makerfield ; Codicote ; 
Ayr; Neweastle-on-Tyne (four); Kippax; Barnstaple; Four Elms ; 
Glasgow (two); Govan; Cambridge ; Peckham ; Guildford ; Leytonstone 
(six) ; Walthamstow (two) ; Leyton ; Woodtord ; Bristol ; Middlesbrough 
(three) ; Bedminster ; Viewforth ; Sedbergh ; Littleborough ; Ledbury 
(two) ; Newbury (three) ; Clitheroe ; Sheftield (ten) ; Birmingham (five) : 
Brixton (two) ; Kennington (two) ; Pemberton ; Plymouth ; Elland ; Ripon ; 
Carlisle (four ; Allonby ; Brynn (two) ; Longtown ; Waverton ; Holbeck ; 
Wortley ; Armley (three); Bramley ; New Wortley ; Leeds (twelve) ; 
Bradford (Yorks) ; Bispham ; Leith ; Ashton-in-Makerfield ; Sutton-upon 
Hull; Egremont ; Hyde (two); North Ormesby (two); Withington ; 
Hereford; Paignton; Longsight; Burnham; Weston-super-Mare ; 
Milton ; Beverley ; Kendal; Nailsea ; Wadebridge ; Port Isaae (three) ; 
Fulham (two) ; Aberdeen City ; St. Andrews ; Jarrow (fourteen) ; Durham ; 
Norwood ; South Norwood; Stalybridge ; Marylebone ; Manchester 
(three); Square; Truro; West Hampstead; Ealing: Alford (two) ; 
Deeside ; Poynton ; Openshaw ; Hull (five); Dunfermline ; Burnham ; 
Windsor ; Spilsby ; Horneastle (two) ; Barradon ; Widdrington ; Seghill ; 
Lanivet ; Penzance ; Newlyn ; Liverpool ; Shanklin ; Derby ; Warrington ; 
Hanworth ; and Highbridge ; to lie upon the Table 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) !BILL.— 
Petitions in favour, from Methlick ; Girvan ; Govan ; Snizort ; Edinburgh 
(two); Bothwell; Riccarton: Dunnichen (two); Leith ; Carnoustie : 
Lundie ; Milngavie ; Troon ; Dunfermline ; Stirling ; Halbeath ; Kelton ; 
Brechin ; Montrose (two) ; Leslie ; and Arbroath ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Patent Acts.—Copy presented, of Appendices to the Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of Trade to inquire into the working of 
the Patent Acts on certified specified suggestions [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table 


Wines Importep.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 14th March ; 
Mr. T. R. Dewar]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 93.].. 


CoLontaL Loans Act, 1899.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
llth March ; Mr. Austen Chamberlain]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
“ be printed. [No. 94.] si xf or a es wg as 


EpvcaTion (ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS).—Copy presented, of Accounts of 
the Elementary School Teachers’ Deferred Annuity Funds, England 
and Scotland, for the year ended 31st March, 1900, together with the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General thereon [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 95.] .. 


TRAWL VESSELS (PROSECUTIONS).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
26th February : Mr. Cathcart Wason|; to lie upon the Table .. oe 


University OF ABERDEEN.—Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of the 
University of Aberdeen for the year ending 15th September, 1900 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 96.] eA a6 


EMIGRATION STATISTICS (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Emigration Statistics 
of Ireland for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. . 


Sunpay CLosInc (WALES) <AcT (1881) AMENDMENT BiLi.—Second 
Reading deferred from Monday next till Wendesday, Ist May 


CONTROVERTED ELecTIONS (COCKERMOUTH).—Ordered, That the copy of the 
Judges’ Report in the Cockermouth Election Trial be printed.—( Mr. 
Attorney General.) [No, 97] 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN War—TRAIN WRECKING AT TAAIBOSCH.—Question, Mr. 
Haviland Burke (King’s County, Tullamore) ; Answer, the Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


HospITaLs—ProposeD COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS.—Question, Dr. Thompson 
‘Monaghan, N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick £5 


Peack NEGOTIATIONS WITH Boer LEADERS.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E.), Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland), and Mr. Pirie 
(Aberdeen, N.); Answers, the Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. 
J.Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.).. 


PLAGUE AT Caperown.—Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain So be oe 
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LAND SETTLEMENT CoMMISSION.—Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Mark IV. BuLLets.—Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) and Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answers, The Financial Secretary to the 
War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


GorDON HIGHLANDERS—MILITIA BaTTALIoN.—Question. Dr. Farquharson 
(Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


YEOMANRY— MARCHING ALLOWANCES.—Question, Mr. Seely (Lincoln) ; Answer. 
Lord Stanley 


MILITIA ALLOWANCES.—Question, Captain Jessel (St. Pancras, 8.) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley i a " , 


lin °° 


ARREARS OF SOLDIERS’ PAy.— Question, Sir eres Leigh me kport) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley es . . . : 


TURBINE MACHINERY 'TESTS.—Question, Sir Thomas Wrightson (St. Pancras, 
E.) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Bel- 
fast, W.) 


TRAINING SHIP CRUISES.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


InpIAN) CurrRENcY AcT—GOLD RESERVE—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon 
(Hythe) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) 


Cuina—RwussIA AND MANCHURIA.—Questions, Mr. William Redmond and 
Mr. James O'Kelly (Roscommon, N.); Answers, The Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


Patent AcTS—COMMITTEE’S REPORT.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) 
and Mr. Stuart-Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam); Answers, The President 
of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


BRUSSELS CONFERENCE ON PATENTS, Evc.—Question, Mr. Stuart-Wortley ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour. . 


Great EAsTeRN RaILwAyY—Goops RATEs.—Question, Major Rasch ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 


MALLAIG RaILway.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


HorvICULTURAL EXPERIMENTS.—Question, Sir James Rankin (Hereford- 
shire, Leominster) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION.—Question, Sir James Rankin ; Answer, The Under 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Jesse Collings, Bir- 
mingham, Bordesley) .. a a rs 


TUBERCULOSIS.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, The 


President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


TEACHERS’ DISABLEMENT ALLOWANCES.—Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell 


(Kerry, W.); Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) .. ae bata 
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Irish Drirr Survey.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 
LEGITIMIST JACOBITE LEAGUE—Question, Mr. William Redmond: Answer. 


The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augus- 
tine’s) .. i i ‘3 ‘s 


TELEPHONE CHARGES AT SHIELDS.—Question, Mr. Leverton Harris (Tyne- 
mouth) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 

Ducuy oF CorNWALL ROYALTIES.—Question, Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, 5.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 

ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN ScoTrisH WaATERS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN Broad Bay.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray : ‘ 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING OFF THE ISLAND OF FoULA.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason 
(Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


PouLTRY BREEDING IN THE HIGHLANDS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray ‘ 


Avocn Harsour.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


GREENOCK BoAaRD SCHOOLS.—(Question, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien (Cork) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. Graham Murray 


SCOTTISH SHERIFFS’ SALARIES.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain a ba 

Limerick Lunatic ASYLUM.—(Questions, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) and Mr. 
William Redmond ; Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wynd- 
ham, Dover) ey 


DoNEGAL SuB-LAND CoMMIssION.—Question, Mr. Boyle (Donegal, W.) ; Answer 
Mr. Wyndham 


WexrorpD LocaL GOVERNMENT APPEAL.—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee 

Irish WorKHOUSE AMALGAMATION.—Questions, Mr. Daly and Mr. J. P. Farrell 
(Longford, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

Irish BoarD oF AGRICULTURE—HorsE BREEDING.—Question, Mr. Daly ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; : 

TraINeD Nurses IN IrIsH WORKHOUSES.—Questions, Mr. Daly and Mr. J. P. 
Farrell ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham .. , - 

Lapourers’ COTTAGES AT STRANORLAR.—Question, Mr. Boyle; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham “ 

INNISHOWEN CoastT—Harpour ACCOMMODATION.—Questions, Mr. O'Doherty 
(Donegal, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham. . 

Limavapy WATER SuppLy.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
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RoyaL CANAL Harsour, LoNGrorD.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Wyndham 


LONGFORD ResIDENT MAGISTRATE.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham .. 


BANSHA GRAVEYARD.—Question, Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.); Answer. Mr. 
Wyndham 


DRoMARD Petty SeEssions.—Question, Mr. John Campbell ; Answer. Mr. 
Wyndham 


LurGAN DisturBANCES.—Question, Mr. John Campbell ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham 


NortH DONEGAL FIsHERIES.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham 


Irish =RatLway GUARANTEES.—Question, Mr. Condon (Tipperary. E.) ; 
Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) 


ProposED Irish DEPARTMENT AT THE Boarb oF TRADE—Question, Mr. Field : 
Answer. Mr. Gerald Balfour 

County Down PostaL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Daly ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain .. 

PorTUMNA PosTMAN.—Question, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain 

DUBLIN SorTING OFFICE— DEFALCATIONS.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain .. 

ENNISKILLEN Post OrFicE.—Question, Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8S.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


West AUSTRALIA AND IRISH Home RULE.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 


Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS IN THE Two Hotses—SuGGestep ‘TELEPHONIC 
CoMMUNICATION. — Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Mr. Corrie Grant 
(Warwickshire, Rugby), Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs), Mr. Edmund 
Robertson (Dundee), Mr. Crean (Cork, S.E.), and Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answers, Mr. Akers-Douglas and the First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


ProposeD QueEsTION LimiTaTion.—Question, Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) and Major Rasch ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Business or THE Hovuse—Easter Hontpays.—Question, Sir John Leng 
(Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Housing of the Working Classes Bill.—Order for Second Reading -_ 
Thursday, 18th April, read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn a ; 


MessaGE FROM THE LorDS—DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION :— 
That they have come to the following Resolution, namely : * That it is 
desirable that a Joint Committee of both Houses be appointed to con- 
sider the Declaration required of the Sovereign, on His Accession, by 
the Bill of Rights (1 Will. II., cap. 2, s. 1); and to report whether 
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its language can be modified advantageously, without diminishing its 
efficacy as a security for the maintenance of the Protestant Suc- 


cession. 
That they have passed a Bill intituled. * An Act to constitute the town of 
Duns to be the head burgh or county town of Berwickshire.” Ber- 


wickshire County Town Bill. | Lords. | 


Berwickshire County Town Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time; and 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS IN THE Two Houses—Mortion ror ADJOURNMENT.— 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) rose in his place, and asked 
leave to move the adjournment of the House for the purpose of discussing 
a definite matter of urgent public importance, namely, * the failure yester- 
day of His Majesty’s Government to give to this House information on a 
critical situation in foreign affairs, while such communication was made 
to the other House of Parliament ” ; but the pleasure of the House not 
having been signified, Mr. Speaker called on those Members who supported 
the motion to rise in their places, and not less than forty Members having 
accordingly risen— 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That this House do now adjourn.” 


Discussion :— 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) 

Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 

Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) .. 

Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Mr. Philipps (Pembrokeshire) 35 Me i _ 

The Secretary of State for India (Lord @. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) 

Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 

Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Borough) 

Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket ) 

Mr. Power (Waterford, BE.) . i 

Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, R usheliffe) 

Mr. O'Shee (Waterford, W.) 

Mr. Robson (South Shields) 

Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) : 

Colonel Pryce-Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) 

Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) 

Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) Se + 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Avyes, 168 ; Noes, 250. (Division List No. 88.) 


SirtinGs oF THE House (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER) :— 


Motion made and (Question put— 
* That the Business of Supply, if under discussion at Twelve o'clock 
this night, be not interrupted under the Standing Order, Sittings of the 
House. —(Ur. A. J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 248 ; Noes. 165. (Division List No. 89.) 
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SITTINGS OF THE HoUsE (SATURDAY) :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


That this House do meet to-morrow for the business of Supply 
unless Votes A and 1 in the Navy Estimates and the Excess Votes for 
Civil Services and Revenue Departments, 1899-1900, are previously 


disposed of.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


Amendment proposed-— 
“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ Supply,’ in line 2, 
to the end of the Question.”—(.Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 
Mr. Herbert Lewis 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. Herbert Lewis 

Vr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Kearley (Devonport) 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman = a 

Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) 

Mr. Blake (Longford, 8S.) £6 

Mr. A. J. Balfour vs 

Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) - “s 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 


Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That this House do meet to-morrow for the Business of Supply. 


NEW BILLS. 


County Justices’ CLerks.—Bill to prohibit Clerks to Petty Sessional 
Divisions of Counties from undertaking prosecutions of persons com- 
mitted for trial by the Justices of such Petty Sessional Divisions, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. Abel Themes, 
Mr. Lawson Walton, Mr. Brynmor Jones, and Mr. Wallace. 


County Justices’ Clerks Bill.—‘To prohibit Clerks to Petty Sessionai 
Divisions of Counties from undertaking prosecutions of persons com- 
mitted for trial by the Justices of such Petty Sessional Divisions,’’ pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 17th April, and to be printed. [Bill 113.] 


AGED PENSIONERS.—Bill to provide Pensions for aged deserving poor, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Goulding, Mr. John Hutton, Mr. Bousfield, Mr. 
Strutt, Mr. J. W. Wilson, Mr. Raymond-Greene, Mr. Morrison, Mr. 
Churchill, Mr. Carlile, and Colonel Williams. 


Aged Pensioners Bill—‘To provide Pensions for aged deserving poor,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thurs- 
day, 18th April, and to be printed. [Bill 114.] 


LocaL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION.—Bill to extend the pro- 
visions of the Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation Act, 1896, ordered 
to be brought in by Major Rasch, Mr. Sinclair, and Mr. Galloway. 
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Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill—“ To extend the 
provisions of the Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation Act, 1896,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 

Ist April, and to be printed. [Bill 115.]  .. " a Se .. 929 


REGISTRATION OF FirMs.—Bill for the registration of Firms and Persons carry- 
ing on business under Trade Names, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Emmott, Mr. H: ath, Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Holland, Mr. Oldroyd, 
and Mr. Walter Palmer. 


Registration of Firms Bill—‘“For the registration of Firms and 
Persons carrying on business under Trade Names,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 8th, May, 
and to be printed. [Bill 116.]  .. “ - - - - . 


Suppty (Navy Estimates).—Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate 
on Main Question [21st March], ‘‘ That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair. 


Question again proposed. 


Debate resumed. 


Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, es - F ee . 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) = - is a .. 941 
Mr. Majendie (Portsmouth) . i _ rr * .. 945 
Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) om 5 + sy .. 948 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, XS.) - ay Ae i ‘a .. 953 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) .. £5 -. O6f 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) a = ie : .. 969 
Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) .. -s iS “1 .. 969 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) .. ae x = .. 970 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. Ks be > - .. Ba 


Question put, ‘* That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 232; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 90.) 
SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Navy Estimates, 1901-2 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That 118,625 men and boys be employed for the Sea and Coast 


Guard Services for the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1902, 
including 19,805 Royal Marines.” 


The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 975 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 
Adjourned at half-past Twelve of the clock. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: SATURDAY, 23rp MARCH, 1901. 
The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


Berwickshire County Town Bill [Lorps}]—Order [22nd March] 
referring the Bill to the Examiners read, and discharged. Bill to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 117.] . .. 989 
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PETITIONS. 


Beer BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Lolworth ; Carlton ; Swavesey ; Great 
Bradley ; West Wickham ; Stetchworth ; Horseheath ; Great Wratting ; 
St. Ives; Haverhill; Little Bradley ; Isleham ; Warrington ; Wickham- 
brook ; Cambridge ; and Salop ; to lie upon the Table 


CoaL Mixes (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Hornthorpes ; 
Southgate; Barlborough ; and Whitehaven ; to lie upon the Table 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petition from Aberavon, for alteration of law; to lie upon the Table 


INHABITED House Duty anp INcomME Tax.—Petition from Westminster, for 
alteration of Law; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Kigut Hours) Brn1.-—Petitions in favour, from Tipton ; Whitehaven : 
Hornthorpes; Barlborough; Southgate; and Whitwell; to lie upon 
the Table 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.—Petitions for extension to women, from Mother- 
well; Bloomsbury and other places ; Personal Rights Asscciation ; and 
Llanfairnantgwyn ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Walsingham ; and Wells (Norfolk) ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LiqUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—-Petitions in favour, from 
Heckmondwike (two); Morecambe (four); Bromley (five); Skerton ; 
Iping ; Galgate ; Caerwys (three) ; Higher Broughton ; Wigan (three) ; 
Atherton ; Great Lever (two); Little Lever; Bolton (two); Glasgow : 
Manchester; Ruabon; Brymbo; Edgworth (two); Aspull; Swinton 
(two); Llangoed ; Edinburgh ; Bodedern ; Cardiff ; West Ham (four) ; 
Llangefni; Holborn; Lancaster (seven); Eccles (two); Llandefan ; 
Llandegfan ; Llanerehymedd ; Brockley; Sydenham; _ Birstall (two) ; 
Liversedge (two); Bedfordshire; Sunderland; Halton; Sunningdale ; 
Tullyallan ; Beckenham ; Widmore ; Stirling ; St. Giles ; Atherington ; 
Wealdstone ; Harrow Weald; Tweedmouth; Plaistow ; Tynemouth ; 
Wincanton ; Liverpool (three) ; East London ; Ilkeston ; New Hirst ; St. 
George’s-in-the-East (two); Sheftield (twenty-two); Peckham; Dum- 
barton;  Littleborough; Macclesfield; Upholland; and Eceleshall 
Bierlow ; to lie upon the Table 2 4 = Br 4 3 





SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Glasgow; Stirling: Lanark; Aberdeen; Lochmaben ; 
Dumfries; Maxwelltown; Traquair; Aberfeldy ; Lochans; Earlston : 
Shettleston ; Beith; Edinburgh (three); Dunoon; and Jedbergh ; to 
lie upon the Table eS Ss sie “th “ tr ey 


RETURNS, REPURTY, ETC. 
AMERICAN MAIL Service.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 25th 
February ; Sir John Leng]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPERANNUATIONS.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 16th March, 
1901, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of 
the oftice of Junior Inspector (Science and Art) in the Department ot 
Agriculture, ete., in Ireland, professional or other peculiar qualifications 

not ordinarily to be acquired in the Public Service are requisited [by Act]; 

to lie upon the Table .. te ie sis oA d “a wi 
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ComMITTALS (IRELAND).—-Copy presented, of Returns from Clerks of the Crown 


and Peace of the number of persons Committed for Trial in the year 1900 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. * om He ® - . 991 


QUESTIONS. 
SoutH ArricaN WAR—PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL BoTHA.—Questions, 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) and Mr. Corrie Grant (War- 
wickshire, Rugby); Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) and the Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) .. A ev: - 7 .. 991 


MAFEKING SIEGE—THEFT OF GOVERNMENT Foop-STUFFS.—Question, Mr. John 


Campbell (Armagh, 8.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick 992 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY OF IRELAND—STRABANE COMPLAINT.—Question. 
Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.); Answer, The President of the Board ot 
Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. es » re « SH 
SUSPECTED PLAGUE CASE AT SOUTHAMPTON.—Question, Mr. John Campbell ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long. 
Bristol, S.) is bx - - Re - as as Pe .. 993 
BaALLyBorey (DoNEGAL)—SuB-POSTMASTERSHIP.—Question, Mr. M’Fadden 
(Donegal, E.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) ss ie - 3 .. 994 


Roya Irish ConsTaBuLaRy.—Question, Mr. O’ Doherty—-Question postponed — {4 


WEDNESDAY AND SATURDAY SITTINGS—PRACTICE AS TO QUESTIONS.—()uestions. 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) and Mr. O’Doherty ; Answers, Mr. 


Speaker ie V4 
SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 
Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 
A. Motion made, and question proposed, “ That 118,625 men and boys ‘be 

employed for the Sea and Coast Guard Services for the year ending on 

the 31st day of March, 1902, including 19,805 Royal Marines.” 

Discussion :— 
Commander Young (Berkshire, Wokingham) _.. s oe << , ae 
Mr. Joyce (Limerick) .. be = - tS +s .. 1000 
Mr. Penn (Lewisham) i oe a v Bs ee .. 1001 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick's) .. bes es oe - .. 1002 
Mr. Platt-Higgins (Salford, N.) .. .. 1005 


The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 1007 


lg Mr. Kearley (Devonport) .. 1012 
Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 8.) io °F i “ oe .. 1016 
fy Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) .. is Pe eS Li, ae .. LO ( 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 180; Noes, 94. (Division List No. 91.) 
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Question put accordingly, “‘ That 118,625 men and boys be employed 
for the Sea and Coast Guard Services for the year ending on the31st dav 
of March, 1902, including 19,805 Royal Marines.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 224 ; Noes, 54. (Division List No. 92.) 
1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,760,000, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Expenses of 
Wages, ete., to Officers, Seamen and boys, Coast Guard, and Royal 
Marines, which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 
Mr. John Redmond 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘“ That the Chairman do report Progress ; and ask leave to sit again.” 


—(Mr. John Redmond.) 
The First Lord of the atid (Vr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, FE.) ~ sts si a ne 
Sir Fortescue Flannery 
Mr. William Redmond 
Mr. Power 
Mr. Patrick O Deivn (Kilkenny) 


(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided :——Ayes, 64; Noes, 218. (Division List No. 93.) 


Original question again proposed. 
Mr. BE. J. C. Morton (Devonport) 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) 
Mr. Githooly (Cork Co., W.) 
Mr. Nolan (Louth, S.).. 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ” 
Major Jameson (Clare, W.) 
Mr. O'Shee (Waterford, W.) 


Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, * That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, ’ That the Question he now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 177; Noes, 77. (Division List No. 94.) 


Question put accordingly, “ That a sum, not exceeding £5,760,000, be 
granted to His Majesty, to defray the Expenses of Wages, ete., to 
Officers, Seamen and Boys, Coast Guard, and Royal Marines, which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1902.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 196 ; Noes, 53. (Division List No. 95.) 
CIVIL Services Excessges, 1899-1900 :— 

2. £24 2s., Excesses. 

Resolution agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
pon Monday next 
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WAYS AND MEANS—Considered in Committee :— 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
1. Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That, towards making good 
the Supply granted to His Majesty for the Service of the years ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1900 and 1901, the sum of £5,229,355 2s. be granted 
out of the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom.—(Mr. Chancellor of 
the Excheque r.) 
Mr. John Redmond .. = oe = 84 are re .. 1059 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) 1059 


Question put, and agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question proposed, ** That, towards making good 
the Supply granted to His Majesty for the Service of the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1902, the sum of £44,721,500 be granted out 
of the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom.’—(Wr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer.) 


Mr. John Redmond .. oe ae i o- re “a .. 1060 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Seven of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 257TH MARCH, 1901. 


Sat First.—The Viscount Esher sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
father... 7 - te SER = er: = " .. 106] 


TooK THE Oati.—The Lord Byron took the Oath .. - ss “i .. 106] 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Elland Gas Bill [1.L.].—Petition for additional provision, of the Elland- 
cum-Greetland Gas Company under their common seal ; together with 
the clause and Amendments annexed thereto ; read and referred to the 
Examiners ‘se sa < - eS ea “ ‘a ¥ .. 1061 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill [H.L.].—Committed: The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. iS a .. 1061 


Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery Warrants) Bill [1.1.].— 
Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the Commons is . .. 1061 


North-East London Railway Bill [H.L.].—Standing Order No. 92 con- 
sidered (zccording to order) and dispensed with, with respect to a petition 1061 


of Messrs. Baring Brothers and Company, Limited: Leave given to pre- 
sent the said petition is v3 ts ne Bs es a .. 1061 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarb or Epvcation.—Revised Regulations of 21st March, 1901, as to cer- 
titicates of age, proficiency, and school attendance .. Bs ¥s .. 1061 
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UNITED States, No. (1901)—Correspondence respecting the Convention 
signed at Washington, 5th February, 1900, relative to the establishment 
of a communication by ship canal between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans 


EMIGRATION STATISTICS (IRELAND).—Report and tables for the year 1900 


Etectric Ligutinc Acts, 1882 AnD 1888.—Special Report by the Board of 
Trade, under Section 1, Electric Lighting Act, 1888; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. a Bill; St. Marylebone Electric Lighting (No. 
2) Order, 1901 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2565. Austria-Hungary (financial 
condition of Hungary) 





EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION AT A FeLt Hav Works, DENTON, NEAR } 
Report to the Secretary of State for the Home Department, by Captain 
J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, and H. 8S 
Richmond, Esq., His Majesty’s Superintending Inspector of Factories, 
on the circumstances and probable causes of the explosion which occurred 
at the felt hat works of Messrs. Joseph Wilson and Son, Denton, near 
Manchester, 14th January, 1901. 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889.—Abstract of Accounts for the University 
of Aberdeen for the year ended 15th September, 1900, being the Annual 
Report on the state of the Finances of the University, under the provisions 
of Section 30 of the Act 


COMMITTALS (IRELAND).—Returns from Clerks of the Crown and Peace of the 
number of persons committed for trial in 1900 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 16th March, 1901, declaring that 
for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the office of junior inspector 
(science and art) in the Department of Agriculture, etc., in Ireland, pro- 
fessional or other peculiar qualifications not ordimarily to be acquired in 
the public service are required- 

Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Sir JOHN SOANE’S MUSEUM.—Statement of the funds, 5th January, 1901. De- 
livered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITIONS. 


TRAMWAYS (CONSENTS OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES).—Petition against the amend- 
ment of Standing Order No. 22, of Wandsworth Corporation ; read and 
ordered to lie on the Table 


INTOXICATING Liquors.—Petition against the sale of, on Sundays ; of meeting 
at Chertsey ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Military Instruction (Schools and Cadets) Bill [u.1.]—A Bill to 
provide for the regulation of military instruction in schools and in cadet 
corps and companies and cadet battalions was presented by the Viscount 
Frankfort de Montmorency ; read la ; and to be printed. (No. 26.) 


Public Libraries Bill [u.L.].—House in Committee (according to order). 
Clauses 1 to 9 agreed to. 
Lord Newton 
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Moved to insert as a new clause, “* Where in any borough or urban district 
the building provided under the principal Act shall be damaged 
through the subsidence of the ground, any expense incurred by the 
Town Council or Urban District Council in the repair of the damage 
thereto shall not be reckoned for the purpose of any limitation of rate 
under Section 2 of that Act.”—(Lord Newton.) 

The Secretary for Scotland (Lord — of Burleigh) 
Karl Spencer 

Lord T weedmouth 

Lord Windsor oe o- . 

Amendment, by leave of the tibia withdrawn. 

Clause 10 :— 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh a - _ ee Ae 

Moved, * To leave out Clause 10.°—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 

Lord Windsor 

Amendment agreed to. 

Moved, To insert as a new clause, 10, ‘* This Act shall not apply to Scot- 
land.”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 

New Clause agreed to. 

Earl Spencer. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh 

Clause 11 agreed to. 

Clause 12 :-— 

Lord Windsor .. = — ‘> “a 3 - 

Amendment moved— 

‘In line 6, to omit all words after ‘ library * to the end of the clause, 
and to insert ‘unless he has first instituted legal proceedings against the 
author, publisher, or printer, and that one of such persons has been 
convicted or adjudged to pay damages on account of the libellous matter 


contained in the said book.’ "—(Lord Windsor.) 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halshury) 
Lord Avebury... me - em Be 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 12, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 13 :— 
Amendment moved 
’ After line 35, to insert “any expenses incurred by the Common 
Council of the City of London or by a metropolitan borough council 
under the Museums and Gymnasiums Act, 1891, so far as they are not 
defrayed by tees and other money received under the Act, shall be de- 


frayed in the manner in which expenses incurred by that council under 


the principal Act are payable.” °—(Lord Windsor.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Drafting Amendments agreed to. 

Clause 13, as amended, agreed to. 

Remaining Clause agreed to; Bill recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee ; and to be printed as amended. (No. 27.) 


SCOTTISH PRESBYTERIAN SOLDIERS IN INDIA— USE OF GOVERNMENT CHURCHES :— 


Lord Stanley of Alderley 
The Under Secretary of State for India (The Earl of Hard icke) 
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PENSIONS TO DISABLED SOLDIERS :— 
Lord Monkswell is > 1082 
The Paymaster General (The Duke of Marlborough). be " vai AGS 
The Earl of Northbrook - - - .» 1078 


House adjourned at a quarter before Six of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 25tTH MARCH, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Cromer Water Bill.— Read a second time and committed . ee .. 1079 


North British Railway Bill.—Petition for additional Provision ; referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. Si : a0 .. 1080 


Berwickshire County Town Bill [Lorps].—Ordered that the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills do examine the Berwickshire County Town 
Bill [Lords], with respect to compliance with the Standing Orders relative 
to Private Bills—(Mr. Long) - ~ ‘ i os as .. LO8G! 


Wolverhampton and Cannock Chase Railway Bill._-Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table and to be printed .. .. 1080; 


Rainway Bitts (Group 2).—Colonel H. F. Bowles reported from the 
Committee on Group 2 of Railway Bills, that, there being no business 
ready for their consideration, they ‘had adjourned until Wednesday next, 
at Eleven of the clock. Report to lie upon the Table .. ‘a af .. TO80 


PETITIONS. 


Beer Bitt.—Petitions in favour, from Alderton ; ‘and Ebrington; to lie & 
upon the Table Ss ~ ai $5 én a be xis .. LOXO 


Cuurcu DiscipLine.—Petition from Little Berkhampstead, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table .. me as ae os si - 1080 


Coat Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. — Petitions in favour, from Chaloner : 
Tibshelf ; Boosbeck; Upleatham ; Lumpsey ; Loftus; Carlin How : 
Guisborough ; Liverton ; and Lingdale ; to lie upon the Table .. .. LOO 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTion (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
SCHOOLS).—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Croydon ; and Bristol ; 
to lie upon the Table = a = ss Pe ni iis .. 1080 


LocAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Birkenhead ; and Northfleet ; to lie upon the Table .. BG .. 1080 


Mines (Eicut Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour, from Rotherham (two) ; 
Carlin How ; Lumpsey ; Loftus; Guisborough ; Chaloner ; Boosbeck 
(two) ; Liverton ; Upleatham ; Lingdale ; Tibshelf ; and Carhouse (two) ; 
to lie upon the Table .. 4. ¥- iss & ny 5: ee .. 108] 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Peétitions in favour, from 
Bootle (twenty-nine) ; Aintree (two) ; Walton on the Hill (four) ; Batter- 
sea; Litherland ; Battersea Rise ; Bedfordshire ; Horsham ; Islington ; 

Mexborough ; Nottingham ; Ramsgate (two); Bristol (twenty-three) ; 
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Faygate ; Manchester ; Gravesend; Bow; Easton ; Edinburgh ; Fauld- 
house ; Hull; Cemmaes (two); Sheffield ; Alexandria ; Crawley ; Wol- 
verhampton ; Wigan (six); Horfield; Brunswicke ; Cardross ; Little 
Stonegate ; London (two); Worcester; West Bristol; and Aberdeen ; 
to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Pulteneytown ; Loch Leven; Lochore; Uphall; Arma- 
dale ; Dundee ; Garioch ; Glasgow ; Weem ; Law; Anstruther Wester ; 
and Dumbarton ; to lie upon the Table 


SoutH Arrics.—Petition of John Xavier Merriman and Jacobus Wilhelmus 
Sauer, for leave to be heard on the question of future policy ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


. 
SOVEREIGN 'S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petition from Peden’s Stone, against ; 
to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AMERICAN MAIL Service.—Return jpresented 23rd March]; to be printed. 
[No. 98.] 


EXPLosIoNs (FELT Hat Works, DENTON, NEAR MANCHESTER).—Copy presented, 
of Report by Captain J. H. Thomson, R.A., His Majesty's Chief Inspector 
of Explosives, and H. 8. Richmond, Esq., His Majesty’s Superintending 
Inspector of Factories, to the Right Honourable the Secretary of State 
ior the Home Department, on the circumstances and probable causes 
of the Explosion which occurred at the Felt Hat Works of Messrs. Joseph 
Wilson and Sons, Denton, near Manchester, on the 14th January, 1901 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


UNITED STATES (No. 1, 1901).—Copy presented, of Correspondence respecting 
the Convention signed at Washington, 5th February, 1900, relative to 
the Establishment of a Communication by Ship Canal between the Atlan- 
tic and Pacific Oceans [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE: REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 
teports, Annual Series, No. 2565 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Exvectric LigutinG Acts, 1882 and 1888.—Copy presented, of Special Report 
by the Board of Trade under Section 1 of the Electrie Lighting Act, 1888 
[St. Marylebone Electric Lighting (No. 2) Order, 1901] [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table , 


Board OF Epucation.—Copy presented, of Revised Regulations of the 21st 
March, 1901, as to Certificates of Age, Proficiency, and School Attendance 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovusk.—Soane’s Museum. 
-Copy of Statement of the Funds of the Museum of the late Sir John 
Soane on 5th January, 1901 [by Act] 


QUESTIONS. 
Soutu AFRICAN WArR—EXECUTION OF BRITISH SUBJECTS BY BoOERS.— Question, 


Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.); Answer, The Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 
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TAARBOSCH TRAIN WRECKERS.— Question, Mr. Haviland Burke (King’s County, 
Tullamore) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


LINDLEY SURRENDER.—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 
and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL BoTHA.— Questions, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, 
N.), Mr. Patrick O’Brien, and Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, 
Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. 
Birmingham, W.) and Mr. Brodrick 


ASSISTANCE TO Boer FARMERS AFTER THE WAR.—(Questions, Mr. 
mond (Clare, E.) and Mr. Pirie : 


J. Chamberlain, 


J. Chamberlain 

PLAGUE IN Cape CoLony.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston): 
*. J. Chamberlain 

REPARATION TO ‘Sours ~ ICAN REFUGEES.— Question, 
J. Chamberlain 


. Fuller (Wiltshire, 


Boer PRISONERS—SUGGESTED SETTLEMENT IN CANADA AND AUSTRALIA.—(Ques- 


tion, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick S3 
War DispatcHes.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; 


VOLUNTEERS FOR THE FRONT— DRILL ARRANGEMENTS.— Question, Mr. Lambert : 


Joun’s AMBULANCE BriGADE—PENSIONS.—Question, Mr. Pierpoint (War- 
rington) ; Answer, the Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. 


CANADIAN HorsEs For SouTH AFRICA.—Question, Mr. Gilbert Parker (Graves- 
end) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


RoYAL RESERVE REGIMENTS.—Question, ~ Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley 


Orricers’ HALF-PAY AND RETIRED Pay DECLARATIONS.— Question, Mr. Stopford- 
Sackville (Northamptonshire, N.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


MILITIA DISEMBODIMENTS.—Question, Sir George Fardell (Paddington, 8.) : 
Answer, Lord Stanley 


Miuit1a Orricers’ PRoMOTION.—Question, Sir George Fardell ; Answer, Lord 
‘OMMANDER-IN-CHIEF IN INDIA.—Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, 8.) ; 
ARMY EXAMINATIONS—FRENCH SyYNTAX.—Question, Mr. Pierpoint ; 
CANTEEN BANKERS—CupBy’s 


BANK, GIBRALTAR.—Question, Mr. Pirie ; Answer, 


ArMy ESTABLISHMENT BEFORE THE WAR.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; 


MiLirary MANa@vuvREs Act (1897) AMENDMENT BILL.—Question, Colonel Brook- 


field (Sussex, Rye) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


ARMY SCHOOLS— DEPARTMENTAL CoMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Notting- 
ham, W.); Answer, Lord: Stanley hs te 
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QUEEN VicTORIA’s FUNERAL—TREATMENT OF SCOTTISH V OLUNTEERS.—()uestion, 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 

QUEEN VicTorIA’s FUNERAL— DETAILS OF Cost.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley - fi i es i ; 

NAVAL SHIPWRIGHT RATINGS.—Question, Mr. Gilbert Parker; Answer, the 
Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 

CROMARTY FIRTH.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. 


NavaL Roman CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS.—Question, Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ne ey om + A ms 

CoLoniaL Customs TariFrs.—Question, Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen 
Borough) ; Answer, Mr, J. Chamberlain. . 

Cuina—ANGLO-RussIAN DISPUTE AT TIENTSIN.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) .. 


ANGLO-GERMAN AGREEMENT AND MANCHURIA.— Question, Mr. William Redmond: 
Answer, Viscount Cranborne 

Russia AND MANCHURIA.—Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Eccle- 
sall); Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


ALLEGED LOOTING IN CHINA.—Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; 
Answer, the Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 


Ealing) .. ps a _ ae bs " re - i” “s 


SLAVERY IN ZANZIBAR AND PEMBA. — Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


Korea.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne .. 


Proposep Import Duty ON STEEL.—Questions, Mr. Fitzalan Hope (Sheffield, 
Brightside) and Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ; Answers, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) .. 


MerTHYR TYDVIL STIPENDIARY MAGISTRATES.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas 
(Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon). . ‘a $e ce ~ + : 

Brewers’ Licences Returns.—Question, Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) ; 
Answer, Sir M. Hicks-Beach - ne ~ e , 

British WHEAT AVERAGES.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, the President 
of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


SoutH KENSINGTON MuseUM—BUCKLAND FIsH COLLECTION.—Question, Mr. 
Weir ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour sy Ss 9) 


PererHEAD AND HoLyHEAD HaArpours.—Question, Mr. James O'Connor 
(Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour : 


H&cKMONDWIKE SCHOOL OF SCIENCE.—Question, Mr. Yoxall ; Answer, the Vice- 
President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


TRAINING COLLEGES.—Question, Mr. Yoxall; Answer, Sir J. Gorst.. 


Jnisn Drier Survey.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Sir 


, Gorst .. i ak is es - iis is ie a 
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OYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY.—Question, Mr. O’Doherty ; Answer. Mr. Wynd- 
ham ; wher “ 58 3 te 


KNOCKBRACK (DONEGAL) Sus-Post OFFICE. — Question, Mr. M’Fadden ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. ; 


Ir1sH LANGUAGE IN THE Post OFFICE.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell and 
Mr. Weir ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


(GLENCOLUMBKILLE (DONEGAL) Ex-SUB-POSTMASTER.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. 


Canir (TIPPERARY) PosT OFEFICE.—Question, Mr. Cullinan; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain 


PROTECTION OF IRISH FISHERIES.—Questions, Mr. Joyce (Limerick), Mr. James 
O'Connor, Mr. Flavin, and Mr. William Redmond ; Answers, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster 


IrtsH University Epucation.—Questions, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.), Sir 
Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.), and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answers, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—E Aster REcEss.—Questions, Sir John Leng (Dundee), 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.), and Sir Walter Foster ; Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour .. a ma 7 hs » Lea si a a ; 


South AFRICAN WAR—PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL BoTHA.—Ques- 
tions, Mr. Alexander Ure (Linlithgowshire) and Mr. John Redmond (Ques- 
tions ruled out of order) 


Commons.—Mr. Crombie, Mr. Freeman Thomas, Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Heywood 
Johnstone, Mr. William Jones, Mr. A. K. Loyd, and Mr. Montagu were 
nominated Members of the Select Committee on Commons, with five 
Members to be added by the Committee of Selection —(Sir William Wal- 
rond.) 





NEW BILL. 


DEMISE OF THE CROWN :— 


The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) .. 


DEMISE OF THE CrowN.—Bill to amend the Law relating to the holding of 
offices in the case of the demise of the Crown, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Balfour, and Mr. Solicitor-General. 


Demise of the Crown Bill.—“To amend the Law relating to the 
holding of offices in the case of the demise of the Crown,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thurs- 
day, and to be printed. [Bill 118].. 

SUPPLY [23rd Marcu]—Seconp ALLOTTED Day.—Resolutions reported :— 

Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 

A. “ That 118,625 men and boys be employed for the Sea and Coast 
Guard Services for the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, in- 
cluding 19,805 Royal Marines.” 

1. ‘* That a sum, not exceeding £5,760,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expenses of Wages, etc., to Officers, Seamen, and Boys, Coast 
Guard, and Royal Marines, which will come in course of payment during 

the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 
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CIvIL SERVICES EXcEssEs, 1899-1900. 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £24 2s., be granted to His Majesty to 
make good Excesses on certain Grants for Civil Services and Revenue 
Departments, for the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1900. 


namely :— 
Class [. 
£ ss ed 
Peterhead Harbour .. ~ .. 5 2 6 
Rates on Government Property és - “ ee s 
Class VI. 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland .. 200 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Post Office .. *.. = oP = * .. 10 0 0 
Total .. a its “i sis si endo 2 ~O? 


Resolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘* That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said Reso- 


lution.’’ 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. a 7 a ‘i “e .. 1129 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee)... a at fs ar .. 1131 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) . .. 1131 
The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, | W. Y .« Ee 
Mr. H. J. Wilson (Yorkshire, W.R., sic rth) . 4 ‘ a 253 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) .. A : sf i 50 .. 11383 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) .. 1133 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. ee Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1134 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) .. - .. 1134 
Sir William Harcourt ( Monmouthehire, W.) a i 5 .. 1134 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.). _ - - .. 1136 
Sir Fortescue Flannery (¥ orkshire, Shipley) bi at ae .. 1186 
Sir John Colomh (Great Yarmouth) .. “a as - si .. 1138 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 303 ; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 96.) 
Second Resolution :— 


Motion made, and question proposed— 


“That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution.”’ 


Mr. Kearley i - 7 oh - re “a ss .. 1143 
Sir John Columb .. ‘i ba ais + x en ale .. 1144 
Mr. Flynn .. ‘ =e i = if: .< id st .. 1144 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 7” :s mn = - ica - .. 1145 
Mr. Joyce (Limerick) .. ~ ts 7s ¥ e re .. 1146 


Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.) as es - i" 4 o< ERS 


> 7 
- / 
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Mr. Power (Waterford, E.)  . 

Commander Young (Berkshire Ww okingham) 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) : 
Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) 

Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) 

Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 318 ; Noes, 56. (Division List No. 97.) 


Ordered, That the Resolution which, upon the 21st day of this instant 
March, was reported from the Committee of Supply, and which was 
then agreed to by the House, be now read. 

* That a number of Land Forces, not exceeding 450,000, all ranks, be 
maintained for the Service of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland at Home and Abroad, excluding His Majesty’s Indian 
Possessions, during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 

Ordered, That leave be given to bring in a Bill to provide, during Twelve 
Months, for the Discipline and Regulation of the Army ; and that 
Mr. Secretary Brodrick, Mr. Arnold-Forster, and Lord Stanley do 
prepare and bring it in. 

Third Resolution agreed to 


Army (Annual) Bill—‘“To provide, during Twelve Months, for the 
Discipline and Regulation of the Army,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 
119.] 


SUPPLY [19TH Marcn].—Resolution reported :-— 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS REVISED SUPPLEMENTARY 
EsTIMATE, 1900-1901. 

“ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £893,316, be granted to 

His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 


during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the following 
Civil Services and Revenue Departments, namely :— 


CIVIL SERVICES. 


Class V- 
ES 
Vote 3. Colonial Services .. - <= JI2:300 
Vote 2. British Protectorates in Uganda, ee. 5% .. 200,000 : 
Class VIL. 
Vote 1. Temporary Commissions Ks - - 9,000 
Class II. 
Vote 23. Stationery and Printing . i .. 110,000 
Vote 27. Secretary for Scotland, Office of i = 100 
Class III. 
Vote 2. Miscellaneous Legal Expenses is we 400 
Class IV. 
Vote 5. Wallace Collection .. - bs ae os 8003 


Vote 8. London University is wee ss ap 70 





P ae 


.. 1147 
.. 1148 
.. 1149 
.. 1149 
.. 1150 

. 1152 
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1147 : Class V. 
1148 Vote 1. Diplomatic and Consular Services .. .. 15,800 
1149 Vote 6. Treasury Chest Fund .. - és .. 66,108 
1149 ; 
1150 Class VI. 
1152 Vote 1. Superannuation and Retired Allowances .. 10,000 
Vote 5. Savings Banks and Friendly Societies De- 
ficiencies as ys + 6 .. 51,758 
Class VII. 
Vote 2. Miscellaneous Expenses .. ‘ 3 .. 4,600 
Vote 6. Local Loans Fund 4,337 
Vote 7. Duke and Duchess of Cornwall and York 
(Visit to the Colonies) .. va 20,000 
Vote 8. Funeral of Her late Majesty .. sia .. 35,500 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Vote 2. Inland Revenue .. 8 “i ie .. 20,000 
Vote 3. Post Office .. : = ie .. 130,000 
Vote 4. Post Office Packet Service af is oe 10 
Total Civil Services and Revenue Departments .. . £893,316" 
Resolution read a second time. 
Sir William Harcourt .« LEGT 
Mr. A.J. Balfour .. 1166 
Mr. John Ellis . 1162 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out ‘£893,316,’ and insert ‘ £893,216,’ instead thereof.” 
—(Mr. John Ellis.) 
Question proposed, ‘* That ‘ £893,316’ stand part of the Resolution.” 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies en J. Chamberlain, Birming- 
ham, W.) ae = : i ; an ‘8 = .. 1164 
Sir William Harcourt .. 1167 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) 1107 
Mr. Caine (Corne all, C ‘amborne) 1171 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver pool, Scotland). 1172 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ‘ Se - 1176 
Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) 1177 
Mr. Lambton (Durham, 8.E.) .. 1178 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 1179 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 
House counted, and forty Members being found present— 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) .. .. 1180 
Mr. Dillon ig ¥ .. 1182 
Mr. George Whiteley (Y ‘orkshire W.R., Pudsey) .. 1187 
Mr. Lloyd George (Carnarvon Boroughs) «. 1989 
Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) . 2992 
Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, ‘* That the 
Question be now put.” 
Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Aves. 193 ; Noes, 118. (Division List No. 98.) 
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Question put accordingly, “ That ‘ £893,316’ stand part of the Resolu- 
tion.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 196 ; Noes, 121. (Division List No. 99.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed.— 


“ That this House doth ‘agree with the Committee in the said 


Resolution.” 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.)  .. - ss “3 - .. 1199 

Sir William Harcourt .. ne mt of oi se i .. 1200 

Mr. “2nd i sk it i“ * bs a . .. 1200 

Mr. Cohen. vi - i ne ree BS its - .. 1201 

Mr. Lough - a _ os ES o ea .. 1201 

Sir Edgar Vincent (Exeter) - ioe “a i = .. 1201 

Mr. Platt Higgins (Salford, N.) .. Bs vi, s5 . 1 

Mr. Herbert Lewis : - ‘s “5 “i -- 1202 F 

Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydv il). ey .. 1204 | SUI 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.).. 1206 

Mr. William Redmond : ¥ oy .. 1209 

Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) sie 1211 

The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) .. a ere si - oa < 22M 

Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) is és - as i .. 1214 

Mr. Nannetti.. “~ me te es = rr .. 1216 

Mr. Flavin ‘a es oe - 3 RA fe Ae .. 1216 

Mr. O'Doherty... - a5 ee i ee .. 1218 

Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, W. ) a Be = he ss <« £219 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 241 ; Noes, 53. (Division List No. 100.) 


SUPPLY [28TH Fepsruary] REPORT—Remaining Resolutions [12th 
March] further considered :— 


CIviL SERVICES SUPPLEMENTARY Estimates, 1900-1901. 
Class I. 


‘“ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £2,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for expenditure 
in respect of Diplomatic and Consular Buildings.” 

“ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £7,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge whi h will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Expenses 
of the Post Office, and Post Office Telegraph Buildings in Great Britain, 
including Furniture, Fuel, and Sundry Miscellaneous services.” 


Third Resolution :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution.” 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) <3 “ - bi és = ‘re .. 1223 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Fourth Resolution :— 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“ That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution.” 


Mr. Flavin... 4 be a va a ds s .. 1223 
Mr. Akers Douglas - is * - - “ .. 1223 
- Mr. Flynn en ie “6 i = a 3 “3 .. 1224 
Mr. Power - “ i es ‘ + + es .. 1224 
7 Mr. Nannetti.. - - wi ns - .. 1224 
a Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, S. ).. se és ‘a ‘3 a .. 1224 
1201 Question put. 
l 201 i * . ee . * 
1202 The House divided :—Ayes, 182 ; Noes, 49. (Division List No. 101.) 
1202 . ae ‘ - 
1204 | SUPPLY [lst Marcu] REPORT.—Remaining Resolutions [14th March] 
1206 further considered. 
1209 
1211 CIVIL SERVICE SUPPLEMENTARY Estimates, 1900-1901. 
1211 Crass IT. 
5) 
a ‘“ That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £6,000, be granted to 
1215 His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
1218 during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries 
1919 and Expenses of the Department of His Majesty’s Secretary of State for 
. — Affairs.” 
‘That a Supplementary sum, not exceeding £7,200, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Department of His Majesty’s Secretary of State for 
the Colonies.” 

“ That a sum, not exceeding £1,015, be granted to His Majesty, to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Office of the Lord Privy Seal.” 

Fourth Resolution :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution.” 
Mr. William Redmond 1227 
The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ( (v iscount Cran- 
borne, Rochester) x ; és ‘i .. 1228 

Mr. Flynn ": by Ss ry “3 - éis me .. 1228 

Mr. Flavin ~ 7 - i 2 1% mw sna .. 1228 

Mr. Field i es s - dis ¥ as os .. 1228 
Question put and-agreed to. 

Fifth Resolution :— 
1993 Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution.” 
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William Redmond 
Flynn 

Field . 

F lavi in 

J. Chamberlain 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 173 ; Noes, 44. (Division List No. 102.) 


Sixth 


Motion 


Resolution :— 


made, and Question proposed— 


‘That this House doth agree with the Committee in the said 
Resolution.” 


Mr. 
Sir 
Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


T. P. O'Connor 

re A shmead-Bartlett ( (Sheff Heclesall 
J. Balfour 

i ‘illiam Redmond 

Flynn 

Nannetti .. 

Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, W. ) 

Doogan (Tyrone, E.) : 

Field . - 

Flavin 

O’ Doherty 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 148; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 103.) 


SUPPLY [5TH Marcu].—Resolution reported :— 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1901-2 (VOTE ON 
ACCOUNT) :— 

“ That a sum, not exceeding £17,304,000, be granted to His Majesty 

on account, for or towards defraying the Charges for the following Civil 


Services 


and Revenue Departments for the year ending on the 31st day 


of March, 1902, namely :— 


CIviL SERVICES. 


Class IV. £ 
Board of Education... es = P .. 4,100,000 
Class IT. 
Board of Trade .. ‘a és . ™ a - 60,000 
Class 1. 
Royal Palaces and Marlborough House .. ah - 20,000 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens .. oe - st 40,000 
Houses of Parliament Buildings .. i a 16,000 
sladstone Monument By = 1,000 
Miscellaneous Legal Buildings, Great Britain .. is 18,000 
Art and Science Buildings, Great Britain .. és a 12,000 
Diplomatic and Consular Buildings “ - ais 12,000 
Revenue Buildings... * 52) =i -” 140,000 
Public Buildings, Great Britain .. - a ‘is 145,000 


Surveys of the United Kingdom .. me " i 80,000 





Page 


.. 1229 
.. 1230 
.. 1230 
.. 1230 

. 1230 


.- 1232 
..' 1233 
- 1234 


1235 


.. 1236 
ss Gaod, 
<. UZa6 

. 1239 


1239 


-. 1240 
- 1240 








Pane 


229 
230 
230 
230 
230 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


March 25. 


Harbours under the Board of Trade 
Peterhead Harbour ‘ 

Rates on Government Property a6 
Public Works and a Ireland — 
Railways, Ireland ; , 


Class IL. 
United Kingdom and England :— 


HHouse of Lords, Oftices 

House of Commons, Offices 

Treasury and Subordinate Departments 
Home Office 

Foreign Office ne 

Colonial Office ..  . 

Privy Council Office, ete. 

Privy Seal Office 

Mercantile Marine Services 


Bankruptcy Department of the Board of Trade .. 


Board of Agriculture 

Charity Commission 

Civil Service Commission 
Exchequer and Audit Department. . 
Friendly Societies Registry 

Local Government Board 

Lunacy Commission 

Mint (including Coinage) 

National Debt Office 

Public Record Office 

Public Works Loan Commission 
egistrar General's Office 
Stationery and Printing 

Woods, Forests, ete., Office of , 
Works and Public ne Office of 


Secret Service 


Scotland :— 
Secretary for Scotland 
Fishery Board 
Lunacy Commission 
Registrar General’s Office 
Local Government Board 


Ireland :— 


Lord Lieutenant’s Household be 
Chief Secretary and Subordinate Departments 
Department of Agriculture 

Charitable Donations and Bequests Office 
Local Government Board 

Public Record Office 

Public Works Office 

Registrar General’s Office 

Valuation and Boundary Survey 


; Class III. 
United Kingdom and England :— 


Law Charges 
Miscellaneous Legal: Expenses 
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Supreme Court of Judicature 

Land Registry a 

County Courts .. ie 

Police, England and W. ales ‘3 

Prisons, England and the-Colonies .. : 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools, Great Britain 
Broadmoor Criminal Lunatic Asylum 


Scotland :—- 


Law Charges and Courts of Law 

Register House, Edinburgh .. a 

Crofters Commission — b4 

Prisons, Scotland 

Ireland :— 

Law Charges and Criminal Prosecutions .. 

Supreme Court of Judicature, and other Legal Depart- 
ments a “s se oe 

Land Commission 

County Court Officers, ete. 

Dublin Metropolitan Police .. 

Royal Irish Constabulary 

Prisons, Ireland .. : ‘ _ 

Reformatory and Industrial Schools 

Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum 


Class LV. 
United Kingdom and England :— 
British Museum 
National Gallery . 
National Portrait Gallery 
Wallace Collection a 
Scientific Investigation, etc., United Kingdom 
Universities and Colleges, Great Britain, and Inter- 
mediate Edueation, Wales 
Scotland :— 
Public Education 
National Gallery 
Ireland :-— 
Public Education 
Endowed Schools Commissioners ies 
National Gallery 
Queen’s Colleges 


Class V. 
Diplomatic and Consular Services .. 
Uganda, Central and East Africa Protectorates and 
Uganda Railway R ae ‘a 
Colonial Services 
Cyprus, Grant-in-Aid : 
Subsidies to Telegraph Companies .. 


Class VI. 


Superannuation and Retired Allowances .. 

Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions, ete. .. . 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances .. - 
Hospitals and Charities, Ireland .. nt ‘ 
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Class VII. 
Temporary Commission st a a - “ 10,082 
Miscellaneous Expenses > - xi “2 sh 8,000 
Total for Civil Services .. 2 .. £10,434,000 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


Customs - be eo ee = Se - 350,000 
Inland Revenue x ‘i Ms i sa in 830,000 
Post Office a wis se ots ate ss 3,800,000 
Post Office Packet eevee 3 ee - ts hs 210,000 
Post Office Telegraphs .. i - - - .. 1,680,000 

Total for Revenue Departments .. .. £6,870 ,000 

Grand Total .. ee - _ .. £17,304,000 


Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett 1244 
Major Jameson (Clare, W.) 1245 
Mr. Boyle (Donegal, W.) zs 1245 
Mr. Clancy (Dublin County, N.) 1246 
Mr Lundon (Limerick, 1 1253 
Mr. Reddy (King’s County, Birr) 1253 
Mr. Field ‘i 4“ “3 1254 
The Chief Secretary 6 Treland I (Mr. “Wyndha m, Dover) 1256 
Mr. Doogan ; - ed - 1259 


Mr. A.J. Balfour rose in his i and claimed to move that the Question 
be now put. 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 130; Noes, 51. (Division List No. 104.) 


Question rut accordingly, “ That this House doth agree with the Com- 
mittee in the said Resolution.”’ 


The House divided :—Ayes, 140; Noes, 42. (Division List No. 105.) 


WAYS AND MEANS [23rp Marcu]—Resolutions reported :— 

That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty for 
fhe Service of the years ending on the 31st day of March, 1900 and 1901, 
the sum of £5,229,355 2s. be granted out ot the Consolidated Fund of the 
United Kingdom.” 

“ That, towards making good the Supply granted to His Majesty 
for the Service of the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, the 
sum of £44,721,500 be granted out of the Consolidated Fund of the 
United Kingdom. 


Resolutions agreed to ; Bill ordered to be brought in by the Chairman of 
Ways and Means, Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer. and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain. 


Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill.—‘To apply certain sums out of the 
Consolidated Fund to the Service of the years ending on the 31st day 
of March, one thousand nine hundred, one thousand nine hundred and 
one, and one thousand nine hundred and two,” presented accordingly 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time this day. 
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Cutna—ANGLO-RussIAn Dispute at Tientstn.—On the motion for adjourn- 
ment. Question, Mr. Keir Hardie; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 26TH MARCH, 1901. 


Lorp HenLey.—Ordered and Directed, by the Lords Spiritual and Temporal 
in Parliament assembled, That a Certificate be sent by the Clerk of the Par- 
liaments to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the Lord Chan- 
cellor of the United Kingdom has reported to the House of Lords that the 
right of the Lord Henley to vote at the elections of representative Peers 
for [reland has been established to the satisfaction of him the said Lord 
Chancellor ; and that the House of Lords has ordered such Report to be 
sent to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland; and it is hereby also 
Ordered, That the said Report of the said Lord Chancellor be sent to the 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Sheffield District Railway Bill fees} Oakham Water Bill [H.1.].— 


Reported with Amendments 


Manchester (Market Street Area) caeeninns Bill [H...].— 
Committed ; the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
MINES AND QuARRIES.—Reports of His Majesty’s Inspectors for 1900 


Boarp oF AGRICULTURE.— Annual Reports of Proceedings under the Diseases of 
Animals Acts, the Markets and Fairs (Weighing of Cattle) Acts, etc., for the 
year 1900. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Lanp TRANSFER Act, 1897.—Order in Council, dated the 9th of March, 1901, 
further postponing the operation of the Order in Council of 18th July, 
1898, under the Act as regards the City of London, until the Ist January, 
1902 : : 

Sprinc Assizes Act, 1879.—Orders in Council, dated 9th of March, 1901, 


relating to—I. iced Assize County, No. 2; Il. Spring Assize County, 
No. 3 Ps 


GENERAL MEDICAL CoUNCIL (RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE).— Returns of Receipts 
and Expenditure of the General Medical Council, and of the Branch Coun- 
cils ; also of receipts and expenditure of the Dental Registration Fund, for 
the year ended 31st December, 1900 


INEBRIATE Acts, 1879 To 1899 (RuLes FoR Rerreats).---Rules for Retreats 
licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, made by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department. (In substitution for Rules presented 
the 6th December, 1900.) Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table ” mis ee 


PETITIONS. 


INTOXICATING LiQuoRS.— Petitions against the sale of, on Sundays ; of meetings 
at Reigate ; Redhill ; Holt ; Huntingdon ; and Esher ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table ay ae si - 
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LICENSING SEssIons BILL [H.L.]; Habitual Drunkards Bill [H.L.]—Petition in 
favour of ; of Members of Manchester, Salford, and District Temperance 
Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. mh cf rd .. 1266 


LICENSING LAW AMENDMENT BILL [H.L.].—A Bill to amend the law with respect 
to the grant of licences for the sale of intoxicating liquors, and to provide 
for the reduction of licences and for the registration of clubs. Was pre- 
sented by the Lord Windsor ; read 1a; and to be printed. (No. 28) .. 1266 


VOLUNTEERS AND RIFLE RANGES. 
Discussion :— 

Earl Spencer ae aad be a ro Ls 33 +» LIT 

The Marquess of Granby = is ie - .. 1272 

The Under Secretary of State id War r (Lord Raglan) .. i“ .. 1278 

Lord Tweedmouth a - sé ot .. 1278 

Lord Belhaven and Stenton .. Se ae — ue ay «. 1282 

The Earl of Northbrook . . 1283 

The Secretary bi State ian Foreign Affairs ( The Marquess of Lans- 
downe) .. é .. 1286 


House ail at wiles Six of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 267TH MARCH, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED WiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, 
Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Great Central Rail- 
way Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. ih .. 1290 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDERS 62 AND 66 COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Orders Nos. 62 and 66 have been complied with, viz. :— 
Kingscourt, Keady, and waniiagal Railw as Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be 
read a second time .. . as o ¥ .. 1290 


Glasgow and South Western Railway Bill; Hull, Barnsley, and 
West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill ; London County Council 
(Tramways and Street Widenings) Bill; North Eastern Railways Bill ; 
Notting Hill Electric Lighting Bill ; Cambrian Railw ays Bill By Order. }— 

Read a second time, and committed .. -. 1290 


London Water (Purchase) Bill (By Orprr.)—Order for Second Reading 
read --.. ee Serge a = aft = # xs ie .. 1290 


Mr. John Burns (Battersea) a i “i “ st -- 1291 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Sir F. Dixon-Hartland (Middlesex, Uxbridge) 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words * upon this day six months.’ “—(Sir Frederick Dixon- 
Hartland.) 


Question proposed— 
“ That the word * now ° stand part of the Question.” 


Discussion :— 

Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) ie - ws 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) - : at Me 

The apy of the Local Government Board saat “Walter Long. 
Bristol, ; ae <7 bi . as te 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire. E. ) i - 

Mr. Harry Samuel (Tower Hamlets, " Limehouse) 

Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 

Mr. Peel (Manchester, S.) : 

Sir James Kitson (Yorkshire, W. R., Colne Valley) 

Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.)_ . 

Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, W. R., Rotherham) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—rAyes, 176 ; Noes, 253. (Division List No. 106.) 
Words added :— 


Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. 


Metropolitan Water Companies (Amendment of Acts) Bill (By 
Orper).— Read a second time, and committed. 


Evectric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL OrbDERS (No. 2).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Abertillery, Aspull, Briton Ferry, 
Cannock. Ebbw Vale. Faversham, Llandaff and Dinas Powis, Llangollen, 
Neath (Borough), and Tredegar, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—‘“ ‘To contirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of ‘Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Abertillery, Aspull, Briton 
Ferry, Cannock, Ebbw Vale, Faversham, Llandaff and Dinas Powis, 
Llangollen, Neath (Borough), and Tredegar,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 120.].. oe o ée a a ee 


Exvectric LIGHTING PRrovisioNAL OrpDERS (No. 3).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of ‘Trade under the Electric Light- 
ing Acts. 1882 and 1888, relating to Birstall, Cheshunt, Dorchester, 
Felling. Frome, Lichfield, Mitcham, New Hunstanton, Northfleet, and 
Skipton. ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain. — 


Ww os to WwW OW OO OW & CS 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—‘“To confirm 


certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Birstall, Cheshunt, Dorchester, 
Felling, Frome, Lichfield, Mitcham, New Hunstanton, Northfleet, and 
Skipton,” presented, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Exami- 
ners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 121.] .. .. 1343 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Atherton, Benwell and Fenham, 
Beverley, Burgess Hill, Chesham, East Cowes, Hindley, Honley. 
Standish-with-Langtree, and Stratford-upon-Avon,”’ ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—‘“To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Atherton, Benwell and Fenham, 
Beverley, Burgess Hill, Chesham, East Cowes, Hindley, Honley, Standish- 
with-Langtree, and Stratford-upon-Avon,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 122.] .. .. ie * es a .. 1348 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—London Underground Railways.——That they 
have appointed a Committee of Five Lords to join with a Committee of 
this House to consider and report :— 


1. Whether the lines of route for underground railways in and near 
London, proposed by Bills which have been or may be introduced 
during the present Session, are best calculated to afford facilities for 
present and probable future traffic; and, if not, what modifications 
of those lines of route are desirable ; 

2. What special provision, if any, should be made for the protection of the 
owners, lessees, and occupiers of properties adjacent to underground 
railways from possible damage and annoyance ; 

3. What special terms and conditions, if any, as to construction and work- 
ing should be imposed upon the promoters ; 

4. Whether any, and which, of the schemes proposed by the said Bills 
should not be proceeded with during the present session ; 

and request this House to appoint an equal number of its Members to be 

joined with the said Lords. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to enable Henry Diaper 
and Company, of Liverpool, to issue transferable certificates and warrants 
for the delivery of goods ; and for other purposes.” Henry Diaper and 
Company (Delivery Warrants) Bill [Lords] .. . a = .. 1344 


Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery Warrants) Bill [Lorps].— 
Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills 2 nS ae 4 i ae 2 : oe . 1344 


Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, etc.) Bill? {Lorps].—Copy 
ordered, “ of the Report of the Board of Trade on the Bristol Corporation 
(Docks and Railways, ete.) Bill [Lords].°—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) .. .. 1344 


Glasgow and South Western Railway Bill.—Copy ordered, “of the 
Report of the Board of Trade on the Glasgow and South Western Railway 
Bill.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour) - - - ss % sb .. 1344 


North Eastern Railway Bill—Copy ordered, “of the Report of the 
Board of Trade on the North Eastern Railway Bill..—(Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four.) ee eg oi ‘os 3 - 5 xa és 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Copy ordered, “ of 


Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill.’ —(Mr. Gerald Balfour) 


STANDING OrpERS.—Resolutions reported from the Committee :— 

‘That, in the case of the Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway 
Bill, Petition of the * Meath County Council’ for dispensing with 
Standing Order 129 in the case of their Petition against the Bill, the 
said Standing Order ought to be dispensed with.” 

2. * That, in the case of the Biggleswade Water Board, Petition for leave 
to deposit a Petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dis- 
pensed with :—That the parties be permitted to deposit their Petition 
for a Bill.” 

3. * That, in the case of the Watford and District Tramways Bill { Lords], 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that Tramway No. 7, 
and so much of Tramways Nos. 1, 10, and 11 as are within the district 
of the Watford Rural District Council be struck out of the Bill :-— 
That the Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been 
complied with.” 

4. * That, in the case of the Wales and Laughton Railway, Petition for 
leave to deposit a Petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought not to 
be dispensed with.” 

5. “ That, in the ease of the Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill, 
Petition of * Robert John Quaile and Augusta Anderson, for dis- 
pensing with Standing Order 129 in the case of their Petiticn against 
the Bill, the said standing Order ought not to be dispensed with ” 


First Three Resolutions agreed to. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway: Bill.—Reported, with Amend- 


ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Hartlepools Gas and Water Transfer Bill.—leported (Preamble not 
proved]; Report to lie upon the Table.. ‘ a - “ - 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896.—Petition from Fite, against re-enactment ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Beer Bit_.—Petitions in favour, from Ingleby Greenhow ; Darlington ; Cow- 

bridge ; Ramsholt ; Neyland ; Milford ; Acton ; Haverfordwest ; Tenby ; 

Soundersfoot Fishguard : Penally ; Blymhill ; Brigg ; Sudbury ; Milborne 
Andrews ; Dullingham : and Narberth ; to lie upon the Table 


Cuurcu DisciPLine.—Petition from Frodsham, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table 


CoaL Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Leven ; Denby ; 
Greasborough ; Markham Colliery; Primrose Main; Barnsley Main ; 
Hickleton ; Kilburn ; Redding ; B. Winning ; Cliff ; Moresby ; Harrington ; 
Ford’s Colliery ; Skelton Park ; Kilton ; Lazenby ; and Eston ; to lie upon 
the Table - - m: a - ie - - 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO Crops BILL.-—Petition from Fife, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ' = 
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ELEMENTARY Epucation (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScHOOLS).—Petitions for alteration of Law, from Mexborough ; Horwich ; 
and Tynemouth ; to lie upon the Table 


LocAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BiLL.—Petition from Peter- 
borough, against ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Mines (Eicut Hours) Bitt.—Petitions in favour, from Leven ; Denby ; Mark- 
ham Colliery; Greasborough ; B. Winning; Kilton ; Cliff; Barnsley ; 
Primrose Main; Hickleton; Kilburn; Redding; Eston; Lazenby ; 
Skelton Park ; Harrington ; Moresby ; and Ford’s Colliery ; to lie upon 
the Table 


OFFICERS OF THE INDIAN STAFF Corps.—Petitions for redress of grievances, 
from Alexander Lee ; A. Skgen ; H. L. Richardson ; M. E. L. Bruce ; and 
Colin Finch ; to lie upon the Table 5 “% 4 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE.—Petition from Aberystwyth, for extension to 
women ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SuNDAY BiLL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Holt ; and Melton Constable ; to lie upon the Table.. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BiLt.—Petitions in favour, from 
West Thorney ; Amlweh ; Penyfarnedd ; Holyhead ; Llangefni ; Llanfair- 
pwilgwyagyll ; Beaumaris ; Bodedern ; Menai Bridge ; Llandegian ; Lin- 
lithgowshire ; Hull (two); Aspull; Sneinton ; Shipley ; Kidderminster, 
Lancaster ; Christchurch ; Boscombe ; Liverpool; Arundel; Saffron 
Walden ; Fenton (two) ; Blackburn (two) ; Brynamman ; Gwynfe ; Llan- 
gadock ; Blackheath ; Penygroes ; Felmfoel ; Hunslet ; Shipley ; Wigan ; 
Porthleven ; Goxhill; Prestwich ; Berwick-upon-Tweed ; Brysley ; Bar- 
noldby ; Ashby ; Stallingborough ; Bristol ; Old Bolingbroke ; Heanor 
(two) ; Langley Mill ; Riddings ; Codnor (four) ; Penryn ; Pendleton ; Ret- 
ford; Sandown ; Long Eaton ; Marlpool ; Ancoats ; London ; Chester ; 
Newport Pagnell; Doncaster; Scunthorpe; Macclesfield; South 
Kerriby ; and Wolverton ; to lie upon the Table : - 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BiLL.—Petitions 
in favour, from Finstown; Kirknewton (two) ; Whitburn ; Edinburgh ; 
Leith (two); Nesting (two); Paisley ; St. Monance ; Bathgate ; Fauld- 
house ; Cullen (two); Barrhead; Newtonmore ; Grangemouth ; Laurence 
Kirk ; Dundunold ; Melrose ; and Berwick-upon-Tweed ; to lie upon the 


Table 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BiLL.—Petition from Leven, against ; to lie 
upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, LTC. 
Board or AGRICULTURE.—Copy presented, of Annual Reports of Proceedings 


under the Diseases of Animals Acts, ete., the Markets and Fairs (Weighing 
of Cattle) Acts, for the year 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Mines AND QuUaRRIES.—Copy presented, of Reports of His Majesty’s In- 
spectors of Mines for the year 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


MepicaL Councits.—Accounts presented, for 1900 of the General Medical 
Council and Branch Councils, and of the Dental Registration Fund [by 
Act]; to lie upon the ‘Table .. 
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InepRiaTes Acts, 1879 To 1899 (RuLus FoR Retreats).—Copy presented, 

of Rules for Retreats licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, 
dated 28th February, 1901, approved by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, in substitution for the Rules dated 18th October, 
1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 99.] 


Lanp TRANSFER Act, 1897.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 9th 
March, 1901, further postponing the operation of the Land Transfer Order 
in Council of 18th July, 1898, as regards the City of London, until the 
Ist January, 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. 


SprinG Assizes Act. 1879.—Copies presented, of Two Orders in Council of 
9th March, 1901, relating to Spring Assize Counties, Nos. 2 and 3 [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


foyaL Irisu ConstapuLary.—Return ordered, “ giving populations of the 
cities of Belfast, Londonderry, Cock, Waterford, and Limerick ; number 
of permanent police force in each city ; number of free constables allowed 
to each city ; number of constables paid for by each city ; amount paid by 
each of said cities during past year for extra police at exceptional periods 
during the year ; amount paid by each of said cities for the ordinary police 
force last yvear.”—(Mr. O'Doherty.) 

SoutH ArricAN WaArR—-THE LINDLEY SURRENDER.—Questions, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) and Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Molton): Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) ; 

FINANCIAL CONDITION OF ANNEXED REPUBLICS — BEEWAARPLAATZEN— 
Question, Mr. M‘Dermott (Kilkenny, N.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ... 

Peace NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL Borua.—Question, Mr. Black (Banff- 
shire) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ae we 

Carve Fietp ARTILLERY VOLUNTEERS. — Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord 
Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 

ALLEGED British ARMY ENLISTMENT IN SILESIA.—Question, Mr. J. F. X. 
O’Brien (Cork) ; Answer, Lord Stanley . 

IMPERIAL YEOMANRY TRAINING.—Question, Captain Bagot (Westmorland, 
Kendal) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick Bee oe — nS 

YEOMANRY ESTABLISHMENT. — Question, Captain Bagot; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick ... ve se a , is 

RESERVE OF OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answer, Lord 
Stanley ie bat : a as ; 

REGIMENTAL ACCOUNT-KEEPING. — Question, Mr. Tompkinson (Cheshire, 
Crewe); Answer, Lord Stanley = oh Bel pe - 

RoyaL Mitrrary Acapemy, Woo_wicH—St. Patrick’s Day.—Question, 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

SALISBURY PLAIN—-POLICE ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Fuller (Wilt- 
shire, Westbury); Answer, Lord Stanley bus on sats ; 

INFANTRY SOLDIERS’ Kirs.—-Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley : oh - 
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Mark IV. BULLETS.—Question, Mr. John O'Donnell (Mayo, 8.); Answer, 
Lord Stanley se an ' 

Army STAFF REORGANISATION.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ae + yas ee nds 

Army REORGANISATION—THE RESERVE.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 499 af 

WireELEsS TELEGRAPHY IN THE NAvy.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, 
W.) 

Navy AND NAVAL RESERVE—STATISTICS OF NATIONALITY.—<Question, Mr. 
Black ; Answer, Mr. Arnold;Forster ai ee 

ADMIRALTY CONTRACTS—PENALTIES FOR DELAYS.—-Question, Mr. Herbert 
Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 

West AFRICAN GOLD MINING CoMPANIES.—-Question, Mr. M‘Dermott ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... 

ASHANTI— MILITARY OPERATIONS. —Question, Mr. M‘Dermott; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain acs ; a 

CutNa—RUsso-CHINESE AGREEMENT.—Questions, Mr. Harwood (Bolten), Sir 
Ei, Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall), and Mr. William Redmond 
(Clare, E.) ; Answers, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) a ie se me $2: 

ALLEGED LootinG AT PEKIN.—Question, Mr. Pirie; Answer, The Secretary 
of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing)... 

CUTTING SUBMARINE CABLES IN WAR TimMe.—Question, Sir John Colomb 
(Great Yarmouth); Answer, Viscount Cranborne ... ee 

INDIAN MiInts—SILVER ComNaGe.—Question, Mr. Grenfell (Buckinghamshire, 
Wycombe) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton . Pa eos Ke 

Army AND Navy Works EXPENDITURE.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W. ) 

OFFICERS ON ACTIVE SERVICE AND INCOME TAX.—Question, iene 
(Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ‘ n am 

OVERCROWDED RatLway CarriacEes.—Question, Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.); 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) — me ss #3 3, 

Licht Raiways IN THE HiGHLANps.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour... fs si a 

DUNKELD Ratmway Faciiirres.-—Question, Mr. Stroyan (Perthshire, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... se 

GAMBLING IN GRAIN Options.—Question, Mr, Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ... : sas a ; sy 

VENTILATION ON THE METROPOLITAN RAILWAY.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour . ar oe ws as ae 

FoREHOR (NORFOLK) GUARDIANS.— meine n, "Mr. F. W. Wilson (Norfolk, 
Mid); Answer, The President cof the Local Government Board 3H 
Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) is des 
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LEADLESS GLAZE—GOVERNMENT ConTraAcTs.—Questions, Mr. Talbot (Oxford 
University) ; Answers, Lord Stanley and The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


ScHooL ACCOMMODATION IN LONDON.—Question, Mr. Talbot ; Answer, The 
Vice-President of the Board of Edueation (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University ) : : 

InisHh Drirr Survey.—-Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 

PrivaTE Postal CoLLECTIONS—SHEFFIELD Cask. — Question, Mr. Keir 
Hardie ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain ‘ 


SMALL HoLpINGs IN ScorrisH Countifs,—Question, Mr. Weir: Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) ... ae 


Locu CarLoway.-——Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 
Avocu Harsour.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray ... 


Roaps iN THE ISLAND oF LeWis.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray _ 


CONGESTION ON THE ISLAND OF Barra.—Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inver- 
ness); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 1 a2 ; 


Crorrers ComMissioN Reports.—Question, Mr. John Dewar; Answer, Mr. 
A. Graham Murray ‘ 


- DoneGAL Fisueries.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) ; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) vi 


LovcH FoyLe Satmon Fisnery LiceNcEs.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham a - 

KINNAGOE Bay, MOVILLE.-Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham te ae ‘ap is re sa 


IRIsH AGRICULTURAL INDUsTRIES.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ~~ SA; es 3 ite 


BuNAGEE Prer—Question, Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


Contempt oF Court--Wipow SALMON’s CASE.—Question, Mr. John O’Don- 
nell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ea 


NATIONAL Liprary OF IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘i " ca 


FLAX CULTIVATION IN ULSTER.—-Question, Mr. M‘Fadden (Donegal, F.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ahi ee 's oe whe ‘s 


LiFFoRD BripGe.—Question, Mr. M‘Fadden ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Waite Estarr, Bantry. — Question, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham RS We aie ts — : 

Irish Board oF Works LoAN.—Question, Captain Donelan; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham - ee eek ne ie ae 

IntsH LANDED Estates Court.—-Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ts, a pa ve < Sn obs 


RoyaL Irish ConsTABULARY—SuMMER UNtFORMS.—Question, Mr. John 
Hutton (Yorkshire, Richmond) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ' 
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PoRTADOWN DIsSTURBANCES.—Questions, Mr. Claney (Dublin County, N.) 
and Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Factory PROSECUTION IN DoNEGAL.—-Question, Mr. M’Fadden; Answer, The 
Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


CrimINAL LUNATICS IN LUNATIC AsyLUMS.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham vs 


Cork District Lunatic ASYLUM.—Questions, Mr. Gilhooly and Mr. William 
Redmond ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


SuuLL Lerrer Carrier.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain she = 


EYERIES PosTAL ARRANGEMENTs.—Question, Mr. Gilhooly ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain A Sas ; 


Nava EXPENDITURE IN TRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) and Mr. 
William Redmond ; Answers, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... 


InIsH PROVISIONS FOR THE NAVy.—QQuestions, Mr. Joyce, Captain Donelan, 
and Mr. William Redmond ; Answers, Mr. Arnoid-Forster : 


LONDONDERRY SHIPBUILDING INDUSTRY—-ADMIRALTY CONTRACTS.—Question, 
Mr. O'Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


GRAND CANAL, IRELAND,—-Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Tue EAster Recess. —Questions, Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire), Sir Charles 
Dilke, and Mr. Herbert Lewis ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


AGRICULTURAL LAND RatiInG ACT.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ee 


BIMETALLISM.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Porr LAUREATESHIP,—-Question, Mr. Edwards (Radnorshire) ; Question, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ; 


Lanp TAX CoMMISsSIONERS’ NAMES BitL,—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour x 


SupPLY—ARRANGEMENT OF VOTES—-PROPOSED COMMITTEE.—Questions, Sir 
Walter Thorburn (Peebles and Selkirk) and Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
Auswers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... $3 us sida a . 


SeLEcTION (STANDING Comautrees).—Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Seleetion : That they had discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures :—Sir Charles Dalrymple ; and had appointed 
in substitution: Colonel Williams. Report to lie upon the Table 


NEW BILLS. 


HousinG OF THE WorkING CLAsses AND Raving. Bill to amend the Law 
relating to the Housing of the Working Classes, to establish Fair Reut 
Courts, and to amend the Law of Rating, ordered to be brought in hy 
Dr. Macnamara, Mr. John Burns, Captain Norton, Dr. Shipman, Mr, 
George White, Mr. Stuart Samuel, and Mr. Bell. 


é1 


Page 


1378 


1379 


1386 


1386 











cll TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
March 26.) 
Housing of the Working Classes and Rating Bill.—“ ‘lo amend the Law 


relating to the Housing of the Working Classes, to establish Fair Rent 
Courts, and to amend the Law of Rating, ” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, 18th — and to be 
printed. | Bill 123.] .. “ 


Evectric Licutinc (LoNpoN).—Bill co provide for the adjustment, in 
accordance with changes of beundary effected under The London 
Government Act, 1899, of the areas within which Local Authorities and 
Companies are authorised to supply electricity, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


Electric Lighting (London) Bill._-“'To provide for the adjustment, in 
accordance with changes of boundary effected under The London 
Government Act, 1899, of the areas within which Local Authorities and 
Companies are authorised to supply electricity,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 


(Bill 124.] 


Home INvustries.—Bill for the better regulation of Home Industries, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Charles Douglas, Mr. John Burns, Mr. 
Churchill, Colonel Denny, Mr. Emmott, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Munro 
Ferguson, and Mr. J. W. Wilson. 


Home Industries Bill.—‘ For the better regulation of Home Industries,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 6th May, and to be printed. [Bill 125.}... 


Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made and Question proposed, - 
“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
ADMINISTRATION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT Acts IN IRELAND. 
Sir Thomas Esmonde (Werford, N.) 
Mr, Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) ... 
Mr. Clane y (Dublin County, N.) . : 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wilts shire, ( ‘rieklade) : 
The Chief Sceretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E ) _ ek a er a 
The First Lord of the Treasury (tr A. J. Balfour, Manchester, £.) 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. Pk = Bs sate 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 143; Noes, 51. (Division List No. 107.) 


Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow, at Twelve of the 


clock. 


Wipows AND OrPHANS OF SOLDIERS AND SAiLors.—Lords’ Message [1st 
March] relating to the appointment of a Joint Committee on the Widows 
and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors considered. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee of Five Members be appointed to 
join with a Committee to be appointed by the Lords to consider the 
various Charitable Agencies now in operation, and the funds 
available for relieving Widows and Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors, 
with a view to ensuring that the funds subscribed by loeal and 
private benevolence are applied to the best advantage in supplement- 
ing a scheme of Government pensions for Widows and Orphans of 
Soldiers and Sailors who have lost their lives in war. 
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Ordered, That two Members be added to the Select Committee. 

Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith. 

Ordered, That Mr. Bartley, Mr. Hozier, Mr. Hayes Fisher, Mr. Kearley, 
and Mr. Lambert be nominated Members of the Committee. 

Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records, 

Ordered, That Three be the quorum.— (Sir /Villiwin MWalrond.) 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIAMENT.—Lords’ Message [19th March] 
considered :— 

Ordered, That a Select Committee of Five Members be appointed to 
join with a Committee to be appointed by the Lords to consider the 
accommodation avaikible in the House of Lords when the Sovereign 
is personally present in Parliament, and the advisability of substi- 
tuting Westminster Hall on such an occasion for the House of 
Lords (King’s Consent. signified). 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them therewith. 


Ordered, That Mr, Akers Douglas, Sir William Hart Dyke, Mr. Herbert 
Gladstone, Mr. Holland, and Mr. James William Lowther be Members 
of the said Committee. 


Ordered That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Three be the quorum.—(S@ William Walrond.) 


House or Commons ACCOMMODATION ComMitTEE.—The Select Committee on 
House of Commons Accommodation was numinated of-——Sir John Aird, Mr. 
Akers Douglas, Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett, Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Jacoby, 
Colonel Lockwood, Dr. MacDonnell, Mr. Malcolm, Mr. Arthur Morton, 
Mr. Edward Morton, Mr. Newdigate, Mr. William Redmond, Sir 
Barrington Simeon, Mr. Soames, and Mr. Frederick Wilson.--(Si 
William Walrond.) . 


Adjourned at a quarter before One of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 27rH MARCH, 1901. 
Took THE OATH.—One other Member took and subscribed the Oath 
PETITIONS. 


Beer BiLt.—Petitions in favour, from Wallingford; Saffron Walden ; 
Farington; Bawdsey; Sutton; Hodnot; Great Wratting ; Snaith ; 
Leicester ; Hampshire (two); Salisbury ; Ross; Shifnal ; Wilmington ; 
Upton Bishop; Sleaford; Monmouthshire; Lincoln; Uppingham ; 
Staffordshire ; Thaxtedj; Exmouth ; Cirencester ; Loddon and Clavering ; 
Rutland ; Worcestershire ; Market Harborough ; and Manorbier; to lie 
upon the Table : 


BERWICKSHIRE County Town Bit..—Petition from Greenlaw, against ; to 
lie upon the Table ai ee ~ ; 


Coa. Mines (EMPLOYMENT) BILL.—-Petitions in favour, from Ireland Pit ; 
West Kiveton ; Norton Hill ; Foxcote ; Blackwell; Braysdown; Faring- 
ton ; Camerton ; Kilmersdon ; Timsbury ; Huish ; Writhlington ; Spring- 
field ; Bishop Sutton ; 4nd Old Mills ; to lic upon the Table 
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ELEMENTARY Epvucation (HIGHER GRADE AND EvENING CONTINUATION 
ee from Darwen for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the 
able ... ae ise _ a sen Be yee ise se LAST 


HosPItaLs (EXEMPTION FROM Rates) Bitt.—Petition from Dundee, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table si a jek _ he oo 1437 


LocaL A UTHORITIES OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUATION BILL.-——Petitions in favour, 
from Worcester ; and St. Mellons ; to lie upon the Table... mo sc. 1437 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s Sister Bitt.—Petition from Linloth- 
gow, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ron as — in w. 1437 


Mines (Eicur Hours) Bit.i.—Petitions in favour, from West Kiveton ; 
Ireland Pit; Blackheath; Rowley Regis; Whiteheath ; Springfield ; 
Writhlington ; Camerton; Timsbury; Blackwell; Foxcote ; Kilmers- 
don; Huish ; Norton Hill; Braysdowne; Old Mills; and Farington ; 


to lie upon the Table ... 1438 


RoMAN CaTHoLic UNIveERsitTy IN [RELAND.—Petitions against establishment, 
from Leven ; and Coatbridge ; to lie upon the Table... vs sis 1458 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BiLL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Kendal; Leeds (two); Henley-on-Thames (three); Wakefield ; 
Browney ; Putney ; Darwen (two); Wiltshire; Queen’s Park ; Wigan ; 
Stokenchurch ; Ashford; Fleetwood (two); Bristol; Ramsbottom ; 
Birdwaal ; Willesden; Walsall; Bloxwich; Smethwick ; Eastbourne ; 
Whiteinch ; Southampton; Longridge: Ashton-on-Ribble ; Preston ; 
Lytham ; Radcliffe ; Halifax; Rainhill ; Wiston; and Nantwich ; to lie 
upon the Table. ‘ ewe 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BiiL.—Petitions in 
favour, from Millport ; Edzell ; Partick ; Edinburgh ; Durness ; Govan ; 
and Dumfries ; to lie upon the Table. ; ae sek 1438 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LAND Transrer Act, 1897.—Paper |presented 26th March]; to be printed. 
[No. 100.] Me REN Ss eh ig ak ani 
BristoL Corporation (Docks AND Raitways, Etc.) Brun {Lords].—Return 


presented, relative thereto [ordered 26th March; Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 101.] ses ... 1438 


1438 


Giascow AND SourH WesTERN Raitway Bitt.—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered 26th March ; Mr. Gerald Lalfour] ; to lie upon the Table 
and to be printed. {No. 102}. ase us ae sea ade ... 1438 


Nortu Eastern Raitway Butt. -Return presented, relative thereto | ordered 
26th March ; Jr. Geral/ Balfour); to lie upon the Table, and to he 
printed. |No. 103.] ... ne eA ae ss 

Evecrric LIGHTING PRrovisioNAL Orvers (No. 1) Bit. — Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 26th March; Mr. Gerald Baijonr| ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 104.]_ ... sas Ms ahi 


1459 


Factory AND Worksnor Acts (MANUFACTURE OF EARTHENWARE AND 
CuiNA).——Copy presented, of Amended Special Rules for the Manufacture 
of Earthenware and China |by Act] ; to lie upon the Table ts .. 1439 


Pubiic Accounts (Navy Vores).--Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 22nd March, 1901, authorising the temporary application of 
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surpluses on certain Navy Votes for the year 1900-1901 to meet excesses 
on the other Navy Votes for the same year — to Resolution of the 
House of 4th March, 1879]; to lie upon the Table.. . 1439 

PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Copy presented, 
of Amending General Order for the regulation of proceedings under and 
in pursuance of the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899 
{hy Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. |No, 105.] ... 1459 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

PRIVATE Bitts (Group A).—Ordered, that Captain L. W, E, Bowen do attend 
the Committee on Group A of Private Bills to-morrow, at Twelve of 
the clock ¢ . 1439 

Private Bitts (Group D).--Ordered, That Joseph Clapton Davis do attend 
the Committee on Group D of Private Bills to-morrow, at Twelve of 
the clock as . 1440 

QUESTIONS. 

There were eight questions on the Paper. The first addressed to the Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury, was, by request, postponed. The others were 
addressed to the Chief Secretary for leland and the Secretary of State 
for War, neither of whom was in his place. 

Mr. ( Doherty (Donegal, N.) 3 .-» 1440 
Mr. Jomes Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ... 1440 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) . 1441 
Ruling— 
Mr, Speaker, 
Consolidated Fund (No. 1) Bill.—Order for Committee read. 
Clause | :— 
Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid)... aes as va sae ... 1441 
The Financial Seeretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, I.) i eee “3 . 1441 
Clause agreed to. 
Clauses 2 and 3 agreed to. 
Clause 4 :—- 
Mr. Caldwell . 1441 
Bill reported without Amendment ; to be read a third time to-morrow. 
Beer Bill [Srconp ReapinG.].—Order for Second Reading. 
Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) . 1441 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That the Bill be now read a second time.” —(J/r. Purvis). 
Colonel Milward (Warwiekshire, Stratford-upon-A von . 1447 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words ‘upon this day six months.’ ”—(Colonel Milward.) 
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Question proposed— 
“That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Discussion— 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone (Susser, Horsham) ss Bee se wae D458 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, WR, Pudsey) ... a i .. 1459 
Sir Cuthbert Quilter (Suffolk, Sudbury)... is ie a ... 1464 
Colonel Brookfield (Sussex, Py) es : ix eis sos, LOTS 
Mr. Armine Wodehouse (Essex, Saffron i ‘alidon)... Bits ia see WEEE 
Sir Michael Foster (London University) . me Rid oe ooo LATO 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W) 1482 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolushire, Sleaford) : eee Ses ” ... 1488 
Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, Rughy) os 1495 
The Chancellor of the E. wehequer (Sir AM. [Ticks Rink. Bristol, WV. aw E07 
Mr. Chaplin rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put”; but Mr. Speaker withheld his assent, 
and declined then to put that Question. 
Colonel Walker (IVidnes) ... 1500 
Mr. Groves (Salford, 8.) ... sa 1501 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) 1502 
Mr. Rutherford (Lancashire, Darwen) 1502 
Question put, ‘‘ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
The House divided :—-Ayes, 245 ; Noes, 133. (Division List No. 108.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 
Midland Railway Bill; Gravesend Gas Bill.—-Reported with Amendments ; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ¥e ae . 1507 
Pupiic Petirions Commirree.—-Third Report brought up, and read ; to lie 
oe ah sie 1507 


upon the Table, and to be printed 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six of the clock. 
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SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Ramsay (£. Dulhousie) sat 
first in Parliament after the death of his 
father. 


BILL 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 
PRESTATYN WATER. BILL [H.L.}. 
Witnesses ordered to attend the Select 

Committee. 

ELLAND GAS BILL [H.L.]. 


Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


» fag eh * 2 ~ >. 77> > ,, . 
Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the Member 


ALBION STEAM COAL COMPANY 
BILL [H.¥.]. 
FRESHWATER, YARMOUTH, AND 
NEWPORT RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


Committed. 


wtn 


CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH, 
AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY 
BILL [H.L. ]. 


KINGS ROAD RAILWAY BILL [H.1.}. 
Read 2“ (according to order). 
VOL. XCI. [FourTH SERIES. ] 








THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN THE 
SECOND SESSION or THE TIVENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 
Unirep Kinepom oF GREAT BRITAIN ann IRELAND, 1X THE 
First YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 
HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL. 
THIRD VOLUME OF SESSION. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. ASPATRIA, SILLOTH, AND DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [H.1.}. 
Friday, 15th Murch, 1901. HANDSWORTH UKBAN DISTRICT 


COUNCIL BILL [H#.1. }. 

KINGS NORTON AND NORTHFIELD 
URBAN DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
[H.L. | 
LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [u.1.]. 


LLANELLY AND MYNYDD MAWR 
RAILWAY BILL [H..]. 

AND CALDER NAVIGATION 
BILL [H.1.]. 
BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION 

[H.L. ]. 

Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to 
the House to form the Select Committee 
for the consideration of the said Bills, 
viz. : 


AIRE 


BILL 


E. Scarbrough, 
{. Carlisle, 

L. Monteagle of Brandon, 

L. Northbourne, 

L. Stanmore (chairman) ; 
agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Wednesday next, at Eleven o’clock ; and 
all petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
Bills. 


A 


— 











3 The Reading Clerk and Clerk: 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 
Report by the Chairman of Committees 
of the House of Lords and the Chairman 
of Ways and Means in the House of 
Commons, That the General Orders not 
complied with in respect of the following 
Provisional Orders— 
Ayr County Buildings, 
Paisley District Tramways— 
ought to be dispensed with, and the 
Orders allowed to proceed. 
(Signed) Mor.ey. 
JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


Laid betore the House, and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 

PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN 
PARLIAMENT. 

Message from the Commons that they 
have come to the following resolution, to 
which they desire the concurrence of this 
House: That it is expedient that a Select 
Committee be appointed to join with a 
Committee of the Lords to consider the 
accommodation available in the House 
of Lords when the Sovereign is persona!!y 
present in Parliament, and the advisa- 
bility of substituting Westminster Hal! 
on such an oceasion for the House of 
Lords. 


The said Message to be 
on Monday next. 


considered 


READING CLERK AND CLERK 
OF OUT-DOOR COMMITTEES. 

The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that by virtue of the power granted 
to him as Lord Chancellor by the Statute 
5th George IV., Chapter 82, Section 4. he 
had, on the recommendation of the Lord 
Chief Justice, appointed Edward Hal! 
Alderson, Esquire, to be their Lordships’ 
Reading Clerk and Clerk of Out-door 
Committees. 


THE 


Moved, * That this House do approve 
of the appointment of Edward Hal! Alder- 


son, Esquire, as their Lordships’ Reading 
Clerk and Clerk of Out-door Committees.” 


TWEEDMOUTH : 


allow the statement 


My _ Lords, 


which 


Lorp 
I cannot 


the noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack has made to 


pass without com- 


{LORDS} 





of Out-door Committees. 4 


ment. I desire, in the first place, to con- 
gratulate the noble Ear! on the success of 
the bulldog tenacity he has shown in 
this matter. The subject of the third 
clerk at the Table has been more than 
once before your Lordships’ House. As 
far back as the year 1889 a Committee of 
your Lordships recommended, and their 
recommendation was accepted by the 
House, that the appointment of the third 
clerk should revert to the Clerk of the 
Parliaments, and that he shou!d appoint 
to the position one of the head clerks of 
one of the departments in your Lord- 
ships’ House. For a considerable time 
the appointment has remained vacant, 
and the noble and learned Lord now in- 
forms us that he has appointed a gent!e- 
man on the recommendation of the Lord 
Chief Justice. The noble Ear!, it seems 
to me, can hard!y divest himse!f of the 
responsibility of this appointment. The 
noble Ear! has always represented that 
as the power of appointment was given to 
him by statute, he- felt bound to exer- 
cise it himself, and not leave it to the 
senior Clerk at the Table. We are now 
told that the noble Ear! has made this 
appointment on the recommendation of 
the Lord Chief Justice. I do not fee! able 
to challenge the appointment. No doubt 
the appointment lies with the noble Ear!, 
and he is perfectly entitled to appoint 
whoever he chooses. But I wou!d like to 
remind the noble Ear! that this subject is 
one which has been commented upon in 
both Houses of Parliament, and I think 
that further comment wi!! be made in the 
other House in the early future. The 
place is one which | think might have 
been admirably filled by one of the senior 
clerks of this House. It wou!d have been 
a natura! method of promotion and recog- 
nition of merit, and so far as | am myselt 
concerned I must enter a protest against 
the course which has been taken by the 
noble and learned Lord. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Ear! of Mortey): I confess that | 
am extremely glad the noble and learned 
Lord has thought fit to appoint a third 
clerk. I have not the least wish to revive 
this controversy, but I am bound to say 


that I still adhere to the opinion I have- 


| expressed on man yoccasions, thatit would 
have been wiser to have followed the re- 
commendation of the Committee of 1889: 
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5 Lord Wolseley’s Memorandum {15 Marcu 1901} to Lord Salishury. 6 


in this case. The third clerk is much| Laid before the House (pursuant to 
wanted, and so far as Mr. Alderson is con- | Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
cerned I do not think the noble and | 
learned Lord cou'd have made a better | 
appointment. He has been in the House |} THE WAR OFFICE—LORD WOLSELEY’S 
for some years as private secretary to the MEMORANDUM TO LORD SALISBURY. 
noble and learned Lord, and will, I think, Viscount WOLSELEY: My Lords, 
make an excellent clerk. I rise to call attention to certain allega- 
| tions made by the Secretary of State for 
THe Ear or HALSBURY: In| Foreign Affairs upon the advice given 
reply to the noble Lord, I may state that by me when Commander-in-Chief of the 
the responsibility of the appointment Army with regard to the war in South 
is mine. I take it entirely upon myself. Africa, and to move for Papers. I regret 
When the discussion arose in July last extremely that 1 am compelled to trouble 
[said that I would take care that the ap- your Lordships with some observations 
pointment I made should be an appoint- | on a matter personal to myself. It is with 
ment suggested by the Lord Chiet Justice | great reluctance that I do so, but I am 
of England. Since that time there has | sure that your Lordships will not be 
been a change of person, but I thought surprised that I do not pass without 
it my duty, after what I had said to notice the severe comments made re- 
the House, not to act without the recom- | cently by the noble Marquess the Secre- 
mendation of the Lord Chief Justice. I) tary of State for Foreign Affairs on the 
have always protested against the waiver| manner in which I performed my 
of my right of appointment. If it is the duties while Commander-in-Chief. I 
desire to alter a system which has been admit that both of the other members of 
in force for seventy years, it should be the Government who spoke in the 
done by Act of Parliament. [I cannot | debate—the Duke of Devonshire and the 
help expressing the opinion that it is) Marquess of Salisbury—deprecated the 
somewhat undesirable, after an appoint- notion that there had been any intention 
ment has been made within our power to make a personal attack upon me. 
and our jurisdiction, to threaten the While, however, thanking them for the 
maker of that appointment with some- | kindly feelings which prompted them to 
thing that may be said or done in the | make this declaration of their opinion, 
other House of Parliament. I think that they can hardly have ex- 
pected to persuade either me or your 
Lordships that the words which the 
noble Marquess uttered so emphatically 
-were used without premeditation and 
RETURNS. REPORTS. ETC. — deliberate purpose. a F 
pon the occasion in question I| tried 
en to lay before the House my strong 
: objections to the Order in Council of 
— 1895, but in doing so was most careful 
I. Memorandum by Field Marshal | to ayoid anything like a personal attack 
Viscount Wolseley, addressed to the) either upon the Government or any 
Marquess of Salisbury, relative to the j,ember of it. The ex-War Minister 
working of the Order in Council of the | argued against my objections, although 
21st November, 1895. he admitted that some changes—what 
Il. Minutes by the Marquess of Lans-| he did not specify—might with advan- 
downe and Mr. Brodrick on Lord tage be made in that Order in Council. 


On Question, resolved in the aftirma- 
tive. 


Wolseley’s Memorandum. But having done so he went out of his 
Presented (by command), and ordered way to make a personal attack upon me. 
to lie on the Table. |My Lords, I will begin by explaining 


clearly to which statements of the noble 

MUNICIPAL CORPORATION (INCOR- | Marquess I refer. To the greater part 
PORATION OF WALLSEND). 'of his speech I take no exception what- 
Charter of incorporation of the borough | ever. He holds a different view of the 
of Wallsend, dated 12th March, 1901.| Order in Council of 1895 from that 


A2 


\ 
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which I hold, and he argued strongly 
that I had mistaken its purpose and its 
effect. He was just as much entitled 


to adopt that line of argument as I was | 


to explain how, in my opinion, the 
position of Commander-in-Chief has been 
altered under the Order in Council. 

But the noble Marquess proceeded to 
formulate the following charges against 
me as an individual. He said (1) that, 
although I did occasionally initiate pro- 
posals having reference to all the diffe- 
rent departments of the War Office, | 
did so fitfully and only when the spirit 
moved me ; (2) that if I had paid more 
attention to the duties assigned to me 
by the Order in Council I might have 
enabled him to turn to better account 
the large number of auxiliary forces in 
this country, which he was constrained 
to say had been not a little neglected 
during the last five years ; (5) that if I 
had paid more attention to the prepara- 
tion of schemes of offensive and defensive 
operations I might perhaps have told 
him before the South African War that 
Ladysmith was not a very suitable sta- 
tion for Her Majesty's forces to occupy ; 
(4) that I might even, if | had paid more 
attention to these questions, have warned 
him that it would take more than one 
army corps to subjugate the two South 
African Republics. 

My Lords, | think that you will agree 
that graver indictments against a Com- 
mander-in-Chiet than those it would be 
hardly possible to frame, and that, in 
ordinary justice to the accused officer, 
evidence, or the means of obtaining 
evidence, ought to be tendered to the 
House when such accusations are made. 
The noble Marquess, however, adduced 
no proofs of his statements of any sort 
or kind; he laid no Papers or other 
information on the Table. So far as | 
am aware, this proceeding is entirely 
without precedent ; and the conduct of 
the noble Marquess appears still more 
extraordinary when contrasted with his 
own account of the position and respon- 
sibility of the Secretary of State for 
War. The noble Marquess claims for 
the Secretary of State for War the ulti- 
mate and sole responsibility for all that 
occurs in the War Department. How 
has he carried out that view in practice ? 
On the occurrence of the very first 
difficulty—the war in 1899—he has 
Viscount Wolseley. 


{LORDS} 
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| hastened to inform your Lordships and 
‘the country that the person to blame 
| for the occupation of Ladysmith and for 
the insufficiency of the forces at the 
outbreak of the war is the Commander-in- 
Chief. Ido not suggest or believe that he 
/purposely intended to shelter himself 
behind the Commander-in-Chief ; but | 
do ask your Lordships whether that is 
not a correct description of the effects 
of his speech of the other night. My 
Lords, I cannot understand why these 
charges were made. My views upon 
South Africa, be they right or wrong, 
have nothing to do with the question 
I raised—namely, the suitability of the 
regulations for the command and _ ad- 
ministration of the Army, as set forth 
in the Order in Council of 1895. It 
would seem almost as if this personal 
attack was dragged in to divert attention 
from the question at issue, or for the 
purpose of throwing upon me the blame 
for any mistakes the Government may 
have made in the course of the war. 

My Lords, I will now make a few obser- 
vations upon the individual charges. 
The first charge, that I did my business 
fitfully, and only when the spirit moved 
me, is a general allegation. In order 
to answer it, it would be necessary that 
the noble Marquess should lay on the 
Table my numerous Minutes during the 
last five years, embodying proposals 
connected with the different depart- 
ments of the War Office. Taking 
my alleged neglect of the Auxiliary 
forees as an instance of my ~ fitful 
and oceasional ” performance of my 
duties. | would remind your Lord- 
ships first of all of what Lord Northbrook 
said in the previous debate. He pointed 
out that the Order in Council of 1895 
expressly removed the charge of the 
Auxiliary forces from what is now called 
the Department of the Commander-in- 
Chief, and placed it directly under the 
Secretary of State for War. The answer. 
however, upon which I wish to rely 
is far more simple and direct. If I did 
not exercise the supervision left to me 
by the Order in a satisfactory manner. 
why did not the noble Marquess at some 
time draw my attention to the Auxiliary 
forces and indicate any inquiries or 
policy which seemed to. him desirable ! 
We were in daily communication about 
many other subjects. Whatever my 
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one will say that I object to plain speak- 
ing; and if the noble Marquess for five 
years entertained the opinion that any 
part of my _ duties was being 
neglected, I can only say that | 
deeply regret that he did not open 
his mind to me upon the subject 
Until the recent debate I never had 
reason to suppose that I did not possess 
the full confidence of the noble Marquess 
and of the Cabinet. Indeed, I had strong 
reason to the contrary. On one occasion, 


early in 1900—to which it is not necessary 


to refer in detail—circumstances occurred 
which in my opinion left me no alterna- 
tive but to resign my office, and I did so. 
| wish to acknowledge the kindness of 
the Cabinet, and especially of the noble 
Marquess, on that oceasion. T only men- 
tion it to show that if at that time I did 
not possess their confidence an oppor- 
tunity occurred which might legitimately 
and properly have been used to appoint 
another Commander-in-Chief in my place. 

Reverting again to my alleged failure to 
supervise the Auxiliary forces, I must 
demur entirely to the charge. I had 
been tor some time head of the Auxiliary 
forces. When appointed Commander-in- 
Chiet I considered it only right that there 
should be representatives of these forces 
on my personal staff, and after considera- 
able difficulty, owing to a question of 
their pay, which was eventually fixed at 
a low rate, I sueceeded in having one 
A.D.C. from the Militia and one from the 
Volunteers appointed. I have always 
taken the deepest interest in these two 
services, and have long struggled to im- 
prove them, to supply them with trans- 
port. and above all things to provide 
them with a_ suitable artillery. | 
believe it was the question of cost 
that alone prevented them from being 
well furnished with all they require. 
For years past I have struggled to have 
them supplied with efficient guns, having 
many times pointed out how useless were 
those in their possession. In a Minute of 
13th November, 1897, addressed to the 
noble Marquess, I called attention to the 
fact that for the Militia and Volunteers 
belonging to the field force, allotted for 
home defence, we had only—I quote from 
my Minute— 


“obsolete guns, mostly old muzzle-loaders 
which, from want of horses, can only be used 


{15 Marcu 1901} 


faults may be, Ido not think that any- | as guns of position. 
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é Their shell fire and range 
is contemptible, and it would be cruel, if not a 
crime, to send these Auxiliary forees into 
action with the artillery they possess at this 
moment.” 

As late as May last, in a Minute to the 
Secretary of State, | said— 

“The guns in the hands of our Volunteers 
are of an obsolete pattern, and would be useless 
if opposed by the field artillery of another 
nation.” 


Again, in another Minute to the Secre 
tary of State, | wrote— 

“When I contemplate the possibility of 
having to use our Volunteer artillery with the 
absurd guns now in their possession I do not 
know whether to laugh or to ery.” 

Again— 

“We have one hundred and seven Volunteer 
batteries of position, eight of which have no 
gunsat all; the remaining ninety-nine batteries 
are now armed with obsolete guns, some of 
them being next to useless.” 


And again, when referring to the Volun- 
teers, | said, in a Minute to the Secretary 
of State, that they had— 

“no artillery armed with any guns we 
could expect men to serve in action against 
modern artillery.” 

My Lords, at all events it was not my 
fault that when I left the War Office, on 
the 30th of November last, such was still 
the condition of affairs. 

The noble Marquess thinks that if I had 
paid more attention to schemes of defen- 
sive operations | might have warned him 
before the South African War that 
Ladysmith was not a very suitable mili- 
tary station for Her Majesty’s forces to 
occupy. My Lords, I did for a long 
period before the war consider the defence 
of Natal—and I did point out to him the 
Biggarsberg position beyond Ladysmith, 
which it would be desirable to hold in the 
event of war. As long ago as February, 
1896, I find that I recommended that 
some additional troops should be sent to 
South Africa, of which some were 
intended for the defence of Natal, and I 
pointed out then that this— 

“would always enable us in case of need to 

take up a strong forward position either near 

Ladysmith or on Tien territory, on what - 
is locally known as the Berg.” 

Of course, every soldier, and I think 

all your Lordships, will understand that 

by the “ position near Ladysmith ”’ I did 
not mean the town of Ladysmith— 
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which is in a hollow and unfitted to stand 
a siege. That this is so was clear from 
the answers which | gave to two questions 
put me by the noble Marquess in July, 
1896. These questions were :—(1) Are 
you in favour of immediately strengthen- 
ing the Natal garrison ! (2) What force 
should be sent from England to enable 
us to hold the position of Ladysmith, 
and even of Laings Nek? My answer | 
to the first question was “ Yes,” and 
in reply to the second, after mentioning 
the force necessary for the occupation 
of the Biggarsberg position, I said, ‘“‘ We 
shall have a complete brigade of cavalry, 
etc., all available for the occupation 
of the Biggarsberg position.” These 
were my words, but | may here observe | 
that the Biggarsberg position is, roughly 
speaking, twenty-five miles in advance of 
the town of Ladysmith. That this 
Ladysmith position means the Biggars- 
berg position near Ladysmith further 
appearsfrom the Report of the Intelligence 
Department of 2nd June, 1899—in 
paragraph seven of which it is stated, 
that in the early days of the war, if it 
should come, ‘‘the main endeavour of 
the British general in Natal will be to 
hold the Biggarsberg position and Van 
Reenan's Pass.” I never did consider that 
the town of Ladysmith, with the hills 
immediately surrounding it, was a tenable 
position, and I never contemplated that , 
it would be held. | did consider and did 
advise that stores should be collected 
in the town, which is a junction of two 
railways, and the most convenient— 
indeed, the only convenient — depét of 
supply for the troops holding — the 
Biggarsberg position. 


The noble Marquess says that if 
I had paid more attention to schemes 
of offence I might have warned 
him that it would take more than 
one army corps to subjugate the 
two Republics. I freely admit that, in 
common with all persons and authorities 
who have expressed an opinion on this 
question, I did  wunder-estimate the 
fighting power of the individual Boer. 
. My error was occasioned not by inatten- 
tion to schemes of offence, but by the 
fact that the obstinacy which has been 
displayed by the Boers in making and in | 
continuing resistance is not in accordance | 
with all previous experience of them. | 
I advised the noble Marquess on the | 


Viscount Wolseley. 


{LORDS} 
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8th June, 1899, that, ‘in the event of 
war with the Transvaal, we should re- 
quire, in addition to the force in South 
Africa,” which I may tell you, my Lords, 
was then about 10,000 fighting men. 
‘one complete army corps, one cavalry 
division, one battalion mounted infantry, 
and four battajions for lines of com- 
munication.” In a subsequent Minute 
on this subject in September | wrote— 

“T would strongly urge that as we have the 
troops for the army corps, cavalry division, 
ete., to our hands ready for immediate mobili- 
sation, we shuuld mobilise them and send 
them out.” 


This, my Lords, was three weeks before 


| Mr. Kruger’s declaration of war. Every 
eS ‘ 


recommendation must be considered with 
reference to the time at which it is made, 
and this is specially the case in military 
matters. A comparatively staall number 
of troops employed early will often 
achieve a result which five times their 
number will not produce some months 
later—just as in the case of a fire a little 
water at the beginning will stop a con- 
flagration which halt the fire engines in 
London will be unable to grapple with 
when it has been burning for some 
hours. My Lords, I claim that in judg- 
ing as to whether my advice was good 
or bad it is essential to know whether 
it was accepted in its entirety. I 
think that the noble Marquess, when 
saying that I had advised that one army 
corps would be sufficient, ought also to 
have informed your Lordships that 
in my Minute of the 8th June, 1899, 
[ advised that the army corps and 
the other troops which I asked for 
should be at once mobilised on 
Salisbury Plain. I thought — then, 
and I think now, that the mobilisation 
of such a force at that time would have 
produced a considerable effect in South 
Africa. In any case we should have had 
a considerable force ready for embarka- 
tion at any moment. If we were com- 
paratively unprepared and at a disadvan- 
tage at the outbreak of the war, the noble 
Marquess knows well that it was not 
because I had not on many occasions 
urged the purchase and forwarding of 
stores, and the gradual, unostentatious 
reinforcement of our forces in South 
Africa. 

I have now said all that I desire to say 
at present with reference to the allegations 
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of the noble Marquess. 
any justice to myself. 
ments which are unsupported. 
ported also. 
leave the matter there. 


amply justified, under the 
stances, in moving, as | do now move, 


I have said as 
little as I possibly can consistently with 
The noble Mar- 
quess has made strong personal state- 
I have 
now made my reply, which is unsup- 
I cannot, however, agree to 
I feel that Iam 
circum- 


that all the Papers be laid wpon the 


Table. I am 
official documents all that I have said. 
I move for “all Papers bearing upon 


the allegations made by the Sécretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs against Viscount 


Wolseley as Commanderan-Chief, and 
upon the statements made by Viscount 
Wolseley in reply.” So far as | 
aim personally concerned, | should be 
glad to inelude all Papers relating to 
all the advice which I have given to the 
Secretary of State while I was Com- 
mander-in-Chief. If I do not do so it 
is only because | should be travelling 
bevond the limits of the noble Mar- 
quess’s allegations. I am glad to learn 
from a Paper issued this morning that 
the present Secretary of State for War 
is in favour of replacing under the Com- 
mander-in-Chief the Adjutant General's 
Department, and making other im- 
portant changes in the Order in Council 
of 1895. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): My Lords, the noble 
and gallant Viscount has complained of 
ie, not for the first time, on account of 
an attack which he represents as having 
been entirely unprovoked and uncalled 
for by anything he has said or done. | 
cannot help thinking that the noble and 
gallant Viscount has searcely looked in 
the face the purport of the speech which 


prepared to ‘prove by 


he delivered the other evening, when he | 


represents that speech as one of an 
entirely impersonal character, and as 
involving no attack on myself. For the 
space of an hour and an half the noble and 
gallant Viscount occupied himself in 
describing to your Lordships as a kind of 
grotesque abortion the Order in Council 
of 1895, which had been accepted by 
Parliament on my recommendation as 
Secretary of State for War. No denuncia- | 
tion could have been stronger than the | 


| 
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denunciation of the noble and gallant 
Viscount. He belongs to a profession 
in which those who give hard knocks 
expect to receive them in retur®, ¢nd it 
really passes my comprehension how 


he can have anticipated that, after 
he had been engaged to the extent 


of about three columns of The Times 
newspaper in breaking my windows, I 
should be denied all opportunity of 
retaliating upon his conservatory. 

My Lords, not only is this the case, 
but I venture to submit that the defence 
with which I met the attack on the 
Order in Council of 1895 was a strictly 
relevant reply. The whole of my case 
was this. The noble and gallant Vis- 
count told us that the Order in Council 
was an absurdity and fraught with 
danger to the interests of this country. 
The gist of my case was that the noble 
and gallant Viscount had not taken 
sufficient pains to interpret the Order 
in Council as it was intended to be con- 
strued and interpreted by those who 
were concerned in framing it ; and if I 
had made that statement without a 
single illustration of my meaning your 
Lordships would have had a right to 
complain of me for leaving my _ state- 
ments entirely unconfirmed. As the noble 
Viscount has told your Lordships. I gave 
three illustrations of my meaning. The 
notice which the noble and gallant Vis- 
count has put on the Paper is strictly 
limited to two of those illustrations, for 
he ealls your Lordships’ attention to my 
allegations as tothe advice given by him 
as Commander-in-Chief of the Army in 
regard to the war in South Africa. He 
has extended his speech considerably 
beyond those limits, but I will, in the 
first place, notice the two points which 
are covered by his notice, and say a few 
words in regard to them. 

Now, in the first place, there is the 
case of Ladysmith. My Lords, what I 
said in regard to the case of Ladysmith 
was this—that if the noble Viscount 
had realised more than he actually did 
the immense opportunities offered to 
him by the duties assigned to him by 
the Order in Council, he would have been 
able to point out to us that Ladysmith 
was not a suitable station for occupation 
by Her Majesty's forces, and, of course, 
the noble Viscount must have understood 
my meaning. I did not mean that it 
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was an unsuitable situation for a canton- 


ment in time of peace, but that it was | 


unsuitable for military purposes as a 
basis for operations or as a place of arms 
in time of war. I listened attentively to 
his speech, and I did not understand 


him to question the correctness of this | 
statement. Hetoldus frankly that Lady- , 


smith was not the position which he would 
have selected, and he reminded me— 
I have no doubt with absolute accuracy— 
of a conversation which must have taken 
place five or six years ago, in which he 
pointed out to me on the map a position 
that was admirable for defensive pur- 
poses—a_ well-known position on the 
Biggarsberg. I have no doubs his 
account of that conversation is correct, 
but I have no recollection that when the 
prospect of a war between this country 
and the South African Republic became 
imminent that the then Commander-in- 
Chief came to usand said, “ Ladysmith is 
a dangerous place for you to hold. You 
must occupy a position on the Biggars- 
berg. You must fortify it. You 
must make it into a place of arms 
for the garrison in Natal.” On 
the contrary, we went on, with the 
full knowledge of the noble Viscount. 
accumulating an enormous amount. of 
stores of all sorts in Ladysmith. Now. 
with regard to Ladysmith, there is no 
dispute—— 


*Viscount WOLSELEY : [ am sorry 
to contradict the noble Marquess. | 
never sent them there at all. I sent 
them to South Africa, and they were 
accumulated there by the General Officer 
Commanding on the spot. 


*THE Marquess” or LANSDOWNE: 
Surely, the Order in Council of 1895 
did not prevent the noble Viscount 
from watching the proceedings of the 
generals in the ‘field and ascertaining 
where it was that they were accumulating 
these enormous supplies of stores. The 
Ladysmith position has always been 
described to me as a very dangerous 
one to hold. It is commanded on all 
sides by heights which, as we know, 
were turned to account by the enemy 
with very unpleasant results. It is a 
position with an enormous perimeter, 
and one which consequently requires 
a very large force indeed to hold it ; 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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it is vulnerable through the great passes 


which lead across the Drakensberg 
from Natal into the Orange Free State. 
The fact remains that it was at Ladysmith 
that we sat down with our troops and 
stores, and it was at Ladysmith that 
Sir George White became entangled. 
The noble Viscount has reminded me 
of a remote conversation between us. | 
will remind him of a more recent con- 


versation hetween himself and me. 
The noble Viscount will recollect that 
when things began to go badly, as 


they did after the unfortunate reverse 
sustained by General Penn Symons at 
Glencoe, the noble Viscount actually 
suggested to us, and, I believe, suggested 
more or less informally to the generals 
on the spot, that we should fall back 
behind the line of the Tugela to a posi- 
tion which could be more easily held 
against the enemy. 


Viscount WOLSELEY : I never re- 
commended them to fall back on Lady- 


smith. Behind the Tugela is a different 
thing. 
*Tue Marevess or LANSDOWNE: 


The noble Viscount does not quite under- 
stand me. What I said was that, after 
we had sustained those reverses, the 
noble Viscount suggested that there 
might even then be time to tall back 
from the bad position at Ladysmith 
to a better position behind the Tugela. 


Viscount WOLSELEY : | never re- 
ferred to any position at Ladysmith. 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
That was a belated inspiration of the 
noble Viscount. When I referred to the 
subject the other night what I intended 
to convey was that, if the noble Viscount 
had considered the matter a little sooner, 
he might have had that inspiration in 
time for it to have been of real use to 
the Government and to have saved us 
from one of the most untoward incidents 
in the South African War. 


Well, my Lords, I pass. from 
that to my statement with regard 
to the sufficiency of a single army 


corps. Of course, | meant to include 
in that the cavalry division and 
force of artillery which always, I believe, 
in military parlance accompany an army 
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corps. If my description was inaccurate, 
I express my regret for it, and I freely 
admit that the one army corps was 
always intended to have with it the 
cavalry division, and IL believe a tew 
troops for the lines of communication. 
Since the noble Viscount has put his 
notice on the Paper, I have been through 
such papers as [ can find and I have 
been unable to find any trace of a sug- 
gestion from the noble Viscount, or any 
one else, that one army corps with its 
accessories would not be amply sufti- 
cient for the purpose of carrying these 
operations to a successful isstte. My 
friend behind me (Lord Dun- 
raven) spoke on the previous occasion 
of the opinion of Sir William Butler, 
and suggested that he had asked for 
100,000 men. I interrupted my noble 
friend and said that there was no trace 
o any such recommendation. [ was 
strictly accurate. We endeavoured at one 
time to find out what Sir William Butler 
did recommend and the only thing 
we were able to find was. I believe: an 
unotticial letter to the noble and gallant 
Viscount suggesting that poss: bly 40,000 
men might be necessary for the cam- 
puign. But my contradiction of the 
noble Lord was, of course, strictly limited 
to this one point, and was not intended 
to suggest that Sir William Butler had or 
had not made any suggestions of other 
kinds in regard to South African affairs. 
The noble Viscount certainly did not 
get beyond the limit of one army corps, 
and that is abundantly clear to me 
hecause I find that as lately as 8rd Octo- 
ber, 1899—a week or more after the 
Orange Free State had announced that 
they would throw in their lot with the 
Transvaal—I wrote a Memorandum tor 
my colleagues in the Cabinet. for the 
compilation of which [ was largely in- 
debted tothe noble Viscount, in which | 
explained somewhat apologetically why it 
was that so largea force as the 50,000 
or 60,000 men for which I was asking 
was necessary to meet the requirements 
of the campaign. 


noble 


Tue Eart of ROSEBERY: What is 
the date of that ? 


*THeE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
October 3. I will not labour the point, 
because the noble and gallant Viscount 
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admitted with a frankness which I must 
say I respect and admire—as, indeed, 
he has done on other occasions—that 
he had greatly under-estimated the 
fighting power and the resources of the 
Boers. That is a mistake of which | 
am afraid we have all been guilty, and 
I certainly do not desire to excuse myself 
altogether from blame in the matter : 
but I do say thatif blame is attributable 
to any of us for that miscalculation, the 
noble and gallant Viscount, who by the 
Order in Council was our principal 
military adviser, and who was charged 
with the duty o° preparing schemes of 
offence and defence, must be content to 
bear his full share of that responsibility. 
That, indeed, was the point of the obser- 
vation which I made to the House the 
other night. 

The noble and gallant Viscount then 
went on to tell your Lordships that it 
things had not goneas wellas they might 
during the earlier part of the campaign 
your Lordships should know that he had 
repeatedly pressed upon Her Majesty's 
Government certain advice. and that 
that advice had not always been taken. 
| readily admit—for I have no wish 
to be in the slightest degree unfair to the 
noble and gallant Viscount—that during 
the summer of 1899 he did on several 
occasions make proposals to us with a 
view to the taking of important military 
measures in preparation for hostilities 
in South Africa, and I admit that, 
although we acted upon some ot his 
advice, we certainly did not act upon all 
of it. In particular we did not accept 
his recommendation that we should 
at a date which he mentioned mobilise 
a large force at Aldershot or on 
Salisbury Plain. We did not act upon 
his advice, not because we ventured to 
set our opinions upon military subjects 
against his, but because the advice which 
he gave us upon purely military grounds 
was advice which, in view of the political 
circumstances of the moment, we con- 
sidered it was absolutely impossible for us 
to follow. I do not know how tar your 
Lordships carry in your minds the anxious 
events of the summer months of 1899. 
During those months peace and war 
hung in the balance. Negotiations were 
in progress—negotiations which were 
at one time of an extremely hopeful 
character. Your Lordships may _ recol- 
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lect that we obtained from the Transvaal 
Government several important conces- 
sions with regard to the franchise. We 
hoped that in those concessions might 
be found the basis of a satisfactory 
settlement : and desiring, as we most 
earnestly did, that peace should not be 
broken, we determined that we would 
take at that time no steps which were of 
a distinctively provocative character. 
Our policy was to avoid provocation and 
to endeavour to bring about peace. But, 
my Lords, that was not the policy of the 
noble and gallant Viscount. His policy, 
if not a policy of provocation, was, at any 
rate, and I do not think he will question 
my description of it, a policy of intimida- 
tion. 

The noble and gallant Viscount spoke 
just now of gradual and unostentatious 
measures for strengthening the garrisons 
of South Africa. We took some measures 
of that kind: but the great measures 
which the noble and gallant Viscount 
asked us to adopt were anything but 
unostentatious measures. He wished 
us to mobilise an army corps. He 
suggested to us that we might oecupy 
Delagoa Bay. He suggested an appeal 
to the colonies for contingents. He 
posed that we should land 11,000 or 
12.000 mules in South Africa. I will 
not express any opinion upon the several 
merits of these suggestions; but they 
were not unostentatious, and they cer- 
tainly were not calculated to prevent a 
breach of the peace at a time when 
we hoped and believed that the war 
might yet be avoided. If I wanted 
to clinch that argument and to show to 
your Lordships that | am not doing an 
injustice to the noble and gallant Vis- 
count, | would remind him that he 
pressed those measures upon me, as 
he says. in the month of June, with an 
expression of his desire that the opera- 
tions might begin as soon as possible. 
Why! In order that we might get the 
war over by the month of November, 
1899. My Lords, the idea of forcing the 
pace in such a manner as to complete 
the subjugation of the two Republics 
by the month of November, 1899, was, 
I frankly confess, one that did not at all 
commend itself to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. But do not let it be supposed that 
all this time we were sitting with our 
hands folded. Our great desire was, 
The Marquess of Lansdowne, 


pro- 


{LORDS} 
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at any rate, to make the colonies safe 
during the period of suspense through 
which we were passing ; and with that 
object we sent out to South Africa, as 
the noble and gallant Viscount will 
remember, with his concurrence and on 
his recommendation, large reinforee- 
ments—reinforcements, I think, if |] 
remember aright, of the very number he 
himself had recommended, and which, 
in fact, reached South Africa before the 
war had broken out. The only difference 
between his proposal and ours was that 
he wished to send the whole of the troops 
from this country and we sent a con- 
siderable proportion of them from India, 
from which country they could arrive 
more quickly in South Africa. It is, 
indeed, very distinctly in my memory 
that the noble and gallant Viscount told 
me at that time that when those rein- 
foreements had reached South Africa he 
would stake his reputation that very- 
thing would be safe to the south of the 
Biggarsberg. 

I dwell upon these points, because | 
want to show that Her Majesty s Govern- 
ment did not contemptuously brush on 
one side the advice given to us by our 
recognised military adviser. Our policy 
was a policy ot peace, not ot provocation, 
We earnestly desired to have the country 
with us. We believed the country was 
not ready for war in the month of June 
and July, 1899, and we therefore con- 


tented ourselves with taking — those 
measures which we were advised were 


sufficient to ensure the safety of the 
colonies in the meanwhile. 

The noble and gallant Viscount, 
travelling, I think. a little beyond the limit 
of his motion, reterred to what I have 
said with regard to the interest he 
had taken in the Auxiliary forces. I 
never intended to suggest that the noble 
and gallant Viscount had never done 
anything for the Auxiliary forces. What 
I said was that I thought he had not 
realised—I forget the exact words—the 
importance of their place in our military 
system. I still believe that. 1 never 
could get the noble and gallant Viscount 
to admit that in this great host of Militia 
and Volunteers we possessed the really 
valuable military asset I always conceived 
it to be. The noble and gallant Viscount 
was always coming to us for more Regu- 
lar soldiers, but not for Militia and Volun- 
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teers, and I cannot help thinking that if 
he had devoted his great abilities to mak- 
ing more of the Volunteers and Militia 
they would have been great gainers by 
any interest he might have taken in 
them. 

It is strictly true, because, as I said 
before, | do not wish to do any injustice 
to the noble and gallant Viscount, that 
he repeatedly called our attention to the 
inferiority and obsolete character of the 
guns of position in the hands of the 
Volunteers. 
those guns by other guns it was because, 
as he will recollect, we had a greht deal 
todo in order to make up lee-way with the 
Regular artillery ; and on the advice of 
the noble and gallant Viscount we did 
very largely increase the forces of the 
Regular artillery in this country. But 
it certainly was not until two years ago 
that we ordered—I know with the ap- 
proval of the noble and gallant Viscount 
—a large number of mobile guns of large 
calibre to form part of the equipment 
of the Volunteer forces. The only other 
measure which the noble and gallant 
Viscount claimed credit in connection 
with the Auxiliary forces was that he 
had appointed aides-de-camp from the 
Militia and Volunteers—a very good 
measure so far as it went, but not a 
measure of what I would call first-rate 
importance. 

The noble and gallant Viscount 
has moved for the production — of 
papers which he has described in very 
general terms. So far as I could follow 
him, that would involve the production 
of confidential War Office minutes of 
great numbers and of great length, and 
of the most secret character. I can 
scarcely believe that he will press that 
motion, nor is it necessary that he 
should do so, for I do not think there 
isany great difference of opinion between 
ls as to the contents of those documents. 

My Lords, I have now examined, so 
far as I think it necessary, the argu- 
ments of the noble and gallant Viscount. 
Iwill only say one thing more before | 
sitdown. I have had the honour to repre- 
sent the War Office in this House for five 
years, and I think your Lordships will not 
contradict me when I say that I have 
not in this House, or indeed out of this 
House, ever sought to shelter myself be- 
hind my military advisers. I have been 
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at the head of a Department more con- 
stantly and bitterly assailed than, | think, 
any department of the State ; but I have 
never yielded to the temptation, if things 
have gone wrong, whether it has been in 
regard to the pattern of a soldier's gaiter 
or the conduct of operations in the field, | 
have never yielded to the temptation ot 
saying that it was no fault of mine, and 
that I was acting on the advice of others. 
And if the other evening | departed from 
the rule which I had laid down for my 
own guidance and did appear to impute 
blame to the noble and gallant Viscount, 
I entreat your Lordships to believe that 
I did so not with any hope or thought 
of shirking responsibility, but because I 
honestly believed that the arguments 
which I used were the only arguments by 
which I could defend a system which I be- 
lieve to be a sound one and place before 
the view of the public what I conceive to 
be the true merits of the question ice 
1as 


the noble and gallant Viscount 
raised. 
*THe Eart or NORTHBROOK: My 


Lords, I am sure no one can deny that the 
noble Marquess opposite was perfectly 
correct in saying that the manner In 
which he answered questions in this 
House during the time he was Seeretary 
of State for War was perfectly courteous, 
and that he took the responsibility upon 
himself in all matters upon which he 
was questioned. In that respect he is 
fully entitled to the credit which he not 
improperly attributed to himself at the 
end of his speech. That made it to me 
the more extraordinary that the noble 
Marquess should have departed from the 
course he had prescribed for himself and 
endeavoured to shelter himself behind 
the Commander-in-Chief in respect to the 
advice given with reference to the war in 
South Africa. If he had not made those 
unfortunate allusions to the late Com- 
mander-in-Chief, we should not to-night 
have had this discussion, which is pain- 
ful in the highest degree. The noble Mar- 
quess having made personal attacks with 
reference to the advice given to the 
Government by the late Commander-in- 
Chief, the noble and gallant Viscowtnt was 
compelled, in defence of his honour as a 
soldier and his reputation, to answer those 
attacks. He has given categorical 
answers to the attacks made by the noble 
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Marquess, and the noble Marquess has 
replied. He has gone so far as to repeat 
a conversation which there is no possi- 
bility of checking, and has referred to 
confidential documents which were not 
mentioned before. I submit that in 
the absence of the confidential docu- 
ments, the production of which has been 
refused, it is impossible for your Lord- 
ships to form an opinion on the matter in 
controversy. This much we may say on 
the main facts of the case—namely, that 
the noble and gallant Viscount, the late 
Commander-in-Chief, made recommen- 
dations for preparing troops, collecting 
stores, and sending reinforcements to 
Natal and the Cape, and that the Govern- 
ment decided on their responsibility not 
to comply with them. That we know. 
The Commander-in-Chief made recom- 
mendations ; they were not complied 


with by the Government. Which was 
right ? If the Government had sue- 


ceeded in maintaining peace. I should 
have congratulated them on the wisdom 
of their course. Unfortunately, having 
neglected preparations, they brought us 
into a war. That is a matter which the 
Government will have to answer when 
inquiry takes place into the conduct 
and antecedents of the war. This 
is not the time to discuss that 
question. It is sufficient for us 
to know now that the noble Marquess 
admits that the advice of the Commander- 
in-Chief was not adopted in respect to the 
mobilisation of forces, the preparation of 
stores, and those precautions which were 
necessary in order to put our Colonies in 
a state of defence. It is impossible now 
to make any calculation as to what would 
have been the effect if the Government 
had not been so misled by the notion that 
war was not to take place, and if they had 
taken the precautions—not  intimida- 
tions, as was suggested by the noble Mar- 
quess—which the Commander-in-Chief 
recommended. It is possible, though it 
cannot be proved, that the attack made 
by the Boers on our Colonies might have 
failed and that the war might have been 
concluded in a much shorter time. But, 
as I said before, this is not the time to dis- 
cuss that matter. I only point this out 
in order to show that it is quite possible— 
and for my own part | think it exceed- 
ingly probable—that the late Commander- 
in-Chief was right in recommending those 


The Earl of Northbrook. 
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measures, and that the Government were 
wrong in neglecting his recommenda- 
tions. 

I must express my utter surprise at 
the attitude of the noble Marquess the 
late Secretary of State for War in regard 
to the production of Papers and Minutes, 
His answer was one tor which I was 
absolutely unprepared. The noble Mar. 
quess having quoted from those docu- 
ments, in common fairness he is bound 
to produce them. There may be good 
reason for not referring to confidential 
Papers in this House, but, having re- 
ferred to them, how the noble Marquess 
can refuse to produce them passes my 
comprehension, seeing that the ofticer 
to whose prejudice they have been used 
asks for their production. I fully admit 
that it is exceedingly inconvenient forthe 
public service that Deparcmental Minutes 
should be laid on the Table. It is difficult 
to use the freedom which is desirable 
in communications of this sort if 
they are to be laid upon the 
Table of Parliament. But if a Minister 
makes use of those Minutes in Parliament 
to the prejudice of a colleague, in my 
opinion the minor inconvenience ought 
to give way. | hope the noble and 
gallant Viscount has not put his motion 
on the Paper as a mere handle for a speechy 
but that he will persevere and ask your 
Lordships to say whether it is right and 
fair that the Papers which have been 
quoted from should not be produced. | 
do not see that any prejudice to the public 
service can arise from their production 
any more than in the case of those reports 


of the Intelligence Department with 
respect to South Africa which were 


quoted in ertenso in The Times the other 
day, and which I believe have been laid 
on the Table, although they have not yet 
been circulated to your Lordships. I 
do not think that the Papers in question 
“an be more confidential than the corre- 
spondence respecting the defence of 
Natal which has been laid before Parlia- 
ment. 


I greatly regret the course which 
this discussion has taken. The _ noble 


and gallant Viscount brought forward 
the important question of the organisa 
tion of the War Office. It has been 
diverted into a discussion more or less 
of a personal character, and I hope that 
discussion will cease by the produc 





Int 
one 
ano 


Pro 
nol 
nol 
the 
to) 
to 

spo 
gal 
Boi 
apy 
wh 
is a 
Sec 
anc 
slig 
wit 
Vis 
this 
pov 
lant 
sen 





24 


it were 
menda- 


rise at 
ess the 
regard 
inutes, 
[ was 
e Mar- 
docu- 
bound 
P good 
dential 
ng. re- 
rquess 
es my 
ofticer 
n used 
admit 
tor the 
inutes 
ifficult 
sirable 
rt if 
the 
inister 
ament 
in my 
ought 
e and 
notion 
peechiy 
: your 
it and 
been 
ed. | 
public 
iction 
eports 
with 
were 
other 
n laid 
ot vet 
pa. 5 
estion 
COTTe- 
eof 
arlia- 


vhich 
noble 
ward 
ynisa- 

been 
r less 

that 
oduc- 





tion of the Papers referred to. I am 
gad that the noble Marquess com- 
mitted the indiscretion of referring to a 
certain Memorandum which has _ since 
been laid upon the Table of the House, 
for we have now been admitted <a little 
behind the scenes, and we know what 
the opinions of the noble and gallant 
Viscount were some time ago, as ex- 
pressed in the Memorandum written 
at the request of the Queen, and, I pre- 
sume, put before the Cabinet. We know 
also what views were put before the 
Cabinet by the noble Marquess the late 
Secretary of State for War and his suc- 
cessor the present Secretary of State for 
War. That gives us an opportunity of 
discussing this matter in a business-like 
manner. [| do not think anything 
could have been clearer or better ex- 
pressed than the Memorandum of the 
noble and gallant Viscount. He urged 
that the Commander-in-Chief should 
again be responsible for the discipline 
and the military training and efficiency of 
the Army, or else that his office should 
be abolished. He urged that the system 
of the noble Marquess, to which he 
appears to wedded—namely, a 
kind of general supervision of somebody 
who is also himself responsible to the 
Secretary of State was an impracticable 


He said 


“The system as laid down is unworkable. 
In the endeavour tocombine general control in 
one place with individual responsibility in 
another, it has failed in both objects.” 


be sO 


system. 


Proof of that is given by the speech of the 
noble Marquess to-night, who attacked the 
noble and gallant Viscount in respect to 
the distribution of stores, which appears 
to me, according to the Order in Council, 
to be under the charge of another re- 
sponsible officer. Then the noble and 
gallant Viscount asked that the Army 
Board should have some initiative. It 
appears that the Army Board, over 
which the Commander-in-Chiet presides, 
isa body which only assembles when the 
Secretary of State asks them to assemble, 
and that they have no power to make the 
slightest suggestion in matters connected 
with the Army. The noble and gallant 
Viscount asked in his Memorandum that 
this Army Board should have some 
power of initiative. The noble and gal- 
lant Viscount complained that all letters 
sent from the War Office were written by , 
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‘the Under Secretary of State. The noble 
Marquess wrote a very long Memoran- 
dum in answer to the Memorandum of 
the noble and gallant Viscount. He 
argued that this plan of general super- 
vision, coupled with separate responsi- 
bility, was a most excellent one; but | 
think that he himself in his Memorandum 
showed how wrong that contention is. 
I am speaking now of the discipline of 
the Army. The discipline of the Army 
I take to be a matter which should be 
under the Commander-in-Chief, but it 
was placed under another officer. The 
noble Marquess in his Memorandum 
said 

“He has been consulted on all the most 
important questions of discipline.” 


That is to say, the officer who should 
have direction of the dise'pline of the 
Army has only been consulted upon the 
most important points, and that the 
Secretary of State for War and not the 
Commander-in-Chief has been responsible 
for the discipline of the Army through 
the Adjutant General. The Adjutant 
(reneral goes to the Secretary of State, 
and the Secretary of State gives his 
decision upon matters of discip/ne. That 
is the explanation as given by the noble 
Marquess himself in his Memorandum. 


*The Marovess oF LANSDOWNE: 
The noble Lord must know that  ordi- 
nary minor discipline cases do not go to 
the Secretary of State. 


*THe Earn or NORTHBROOK: | | 
am not aware of the manner in 
which the details of the War Office are 
conducted, but I am assuming that the 
Order in Council is strictly followed, and 
that the noble Marquess’s own explana- 
tion, as given in the Memorandum, is 
correct. Arguing in favour of this theory 
of general supervision and separate 
responsibility the nob'e Marquess said— 

‘* Whenever my attention bas been called to 
departures from this rule [ have always sup- 
ported the Commander-in Chief, and I have 
inore than once assured him of my readiness 
to take any action which he might recommend 
in order to insure respect for it.” 

What can be a greater condemnation 
of any system than that the intervention 
of the Secretary of State should be re- 
quired in order to settle whether such 
and such a matter was part of the respon- 
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sibility of the Commander-in-Chief or of 
some other official ? | will now draw the 
attention of your Lordships to the Me- 
morandum written by the present 
Secretary of State for War, and dated 
20th November, 1900. After supporting 
to a very considerable extent the argu- 
ments of the noble Marquess, Mr. Brod- 
rick ends with very remarkable 
admissions. | have shown your Lord- 
ship that there were five principal 
points urged by the late Commander-in- 
Chief in the Memorandum laid before the 
Cabinet. The first was that the Com- 
mander- n Chief should be 


some 


for the discipline and the military train- | 


Mr. | 


ing and efficiency of the Army 
Brodrick in his Memorandum entirely 


concedes that most important point. 
Mr Brodrick wrote 

“The discipline of the Army _ being | 
necessarily in the final resort under the 


Commander-in-Chief, and all important cases 


being in fact submitted to him already, [am | 


disposed to think the Adjutant General 
should come directly under his control.” 


Thus the whoe contention o the 
late Commander- n Chief s conceded by 
the present Secretary of State for War. 
As to the Army Board Mr. Brodrick 
said— 

** Personally I should advocate giving n 
power of initiative to the Army Board.” 
Here again the recommendation — of 
the late Commander-in Chiet is accepted 
by the Secretary o State for War. Deal- 
ing with * Letter writing.” Mr. Brodrick 
said, “I have never liked the present 
system, and the right hon Gentleman 
indicated that the system m ght be 
changed. There is another recommenda- 


tion of the noble and gallant Viscount | 


which has been accepted by the Secretary 
for War. Mr. Brodrick also said 

“The illustrations of minute points for 
which the Secretary of State’s authority is 
required, may well be overhauled.” 


Thus another point urged by the noble 
Viscount has been conceded. The 
whole of this discussion is full of anom- 
alies, and it is somewhat remarkable 
that although the noble and gallant 
Viscount was Commander-in-Chiet at 
the time this Minute was written by the 
Secretary of State no copy of it was 
communicated to the noble and gallant 
Viscount. 


The Earl of Northbrook, 





{LORDS} 
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| *THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 


| Are you referring to my Minute ? 


*THE EarL oF NORTHBROOK : No, 
to the Minute of the present Secretary of 
of State for War. Mr. Brodrick wrote 
his Minute on 20th November last year, 
| On that date the noble and gallant Vis. 
| count was Commander-in-Chief, but no 
/copy of this Minute was communicated 
That is a most unfortunate 
am authorised — by 


because | 


that if he had seen the Minute 
written by the present Secretary of State 
for War he would not have thought it 
necessary to bring forward his motion 
the other day. In his opinion, the main 
matters which he wished to see altered 


| have been promised to be altered by that 


I have no more to say on this 

have very much dis- 
tressed at the disclosures in the adminis- 
tration of the War Office, and I cannot 
conceive how it is possible, after the 
disclosures which have resulted from 
these discussions, for the present system to 
continue. There seems to be a want of 
cohesion, of general co-operation, and of 
bringing the different heads of Depart- 
ments together, which is pertectly in- 
explicable. The following remarkable 
Departmental Minute written by the 
Commander-in-Chief to the Director 
General of Ordnance is given in the 
Memorandum written by the noble 
Marquis opposite— 


Minute. 
been 


“Is it true that all further progress in the 
manufacture of the 9-2in. guns has been 
suspended for more than the last three months 
on account of changes in the construction 


| lately determined upon ? 


“‘T don’t want to worry you, but I deeply 
feel our present condition as regards the 
armament of our ports and fortresses both at 
home and abroad. 

** (Signed) 


“4th October, 1900.” 


WOLSELEY. 


Is it possible, in any Department decently 
organised and under proper manage- 
ment, that such a state of things should 
have existed? Here is the Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army with no information 
respecting the manufacture of guns for our 
ports and fortresses. There is a want of a 
regular military council at the War Office. 
There should be a council of heads of 
Departments—the Commander-in-Chiet, 
the Adjutant General, the Quarter- 
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master General, the Director General of the last few days? It is true the noble 
Ordnance, and the Inspector General of Viscount stated he was anxious to give 
Fortifications, under the presidency of the system a fair trial, but what length 
the Secretary of State. The council of time is required to decide whether a 
should meet regularly at certain stated system of administration is a sound er a 
periods, say, once a week, at which there vicious one? So far as I am able to 
should be a conference upon any matters gather, it has taken the noble Viseount 
of importance, and of which there should four or five years to discover that this 
be a record kept. In this way an end was a vicious system. 
would be put to these innumerable The noble Viscount has expatiated 
Minutes, and a better arrangement on the advantages of taking the public 
arrived at, and we should not have the into confidence. Why did he not take 
heads of the different Departments that course earlier? During the five 
working at cross purposes. [I have no_ years he was in office he made numerous 
doubt the officers at the War Offiee have speeches to all sorts and conditions of 
done their best. Iam sure the nobleand men, and the genera effect of those 
gallant Viscount did his best. IL entirely speeches hardly bears out the views he 
agree with him that the system inaugu- enunciated for the first time in the House 
rated by the noble Marquess is one which only a few days ago. | do not think I 
it is impossible to work with advantage. am exaggerating when I say that those 
[ quite sympathise with the noble and = speeches were mostly pitched in- an 
gallant Viscount in the difficulties he had optimistic vein, giving the impression 
to encounter, and [| hope he will have the to the public that military administration 
sitistaction of feeling, however painful it) was going on as well as we had a right 
may have been for him to answer attacks to expect. With regard to the points at 
made upon him by the noble Marquess. issue it may, perhaps, be presumptuous 
that his action in bringing forward the for me to express a confident opinion : 
subject has been the cause of the Papers but I think | am just fied in saving that 
being laid on the Table, and that it is to had the nob'e Marquess, with his world- 
he hoped that the reforms in the Army w de reputation, at any time in the past 
administration which he desires will be four years, made such a statement as he 
carried into effect. made a few days ago, and if he had 
proved his case, Parliament and .the 
Lorb NEWTON : My Lords, it is not whole country would have been with 
my intention to occupy the time of your him. Why the nobe Viscount did not 
Lordships for more than a minute or two, adopt this course he alone can explain. 
but it appears to me that there is one I do not think | am putting the case too 
pint upon which an explanation is’ strongly when I say that an explanation 
required, painful though this debate has on this subject is due to the great body 
been. The noble and gallant Viscount of taxpayers in this country. 
has made two deliberate statements in 








your lordship’s House—statements so, Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I do not 
carefully prepared that L am under the wish to enter at any length into the 
impression that every word was written discussion which has taken place to- 
out. In addition, we have been able to night, but I think everyone must have 
study the views of the noble Lord on the been struck with the clear statement 
subject under discussion in the Paper, of the noble and gallant Viscount. The 
which has to-day been circulated. There admissions of the noble Marquess go to 
is only one construction to be placed on show that the late Commander-in-Chief 
these documents, and it is this—that the did make a great many recommendations 
noble and gallant Viscount considered which His Majesty's Government did 
that while he was occupying the position not think it right to adopt, and those 
of Commander-in-Chief he was in point of admissions justify to a great extent 
fact occupying an intolerable situation. what the noble and gallant Viscount has 
The question therefore must have said. What strikes me is this—the late 
occurred to many minds why, if such a Secretary of War being responsible for 
state of things prevailed, has the House Army administration, if he was not 
heard of it for the first time only within | satisfied with the advice he received 
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from the Commander-in-Chief. was it 
not possible to ask the latter to resign ? 
To ask a great officer to resign is a very 
serious matter, but more serious is it for 
the head of a great Department of State, 
a Minister responsible to Parliament, 
to have at his side an officer upon whom 
he feels he cannot rely for good advice. 
From what the noble Marquess has said 
it is evident he was satisfied he did not 
receive good advice. With regard to the 
Volunteers the noble and gallant Vis- 
count was “fitful.” At another time he 
only had a ** belated inspiration.” 
are the words of the noble Marquess. 
Why. if this was so—why, if the noble 
Marquess felt that he had not the advice 
he had a right to expect, did he not 
recommend the Commander-in-Chief to 
resign ? In these matters the Secretary 
of State has responsibility equal to that 
of the Commander-in-Chief, and his 
position demands the best military advice. 
The noble Marquess to-night admitted 
that he had always considered Ladysmith 
a bad place to defend. He made other 
admissions with regard to the number of 
forces required in South Africa, and we 
now know that the noble Marquess, His 
Majesty's Government, and the late Com- 
mander-in-Chief greatly under-estimated 
the fighting powers of the foes we had 
to meet. In all that has been said by 
the noble Earl (the Earl of Northbrook) 
as to withholding from publication con- 
fidential Papers from the head of an 
office, | quite agree. It wou'd be im- 
possible to conduct the business of a De- 
partment if such Papers were published. 
But the noble Marquess has himselt 
brought personal matters forward, and 
it isa most damaging thing to the offical 
eoncerned to have brought against him 
charges which should remain unknown 
outside the office where the incidents 
occurred. The whole responsibility is 
with the late Secretary for War. What 
is the position of the noble and gallant 
Viscount ? Is he to sit silent and con- 
tented. unable to defend himself ? 
Though as a general rule it is not possible 


mi 
Those 


to divulge confidential Papers of this | 


kind, yet when the ex-head of a Depart- 
ment makes such statements as the 
noble Marquess has made it appears to 
me it is a case for an exception to the 
general rule to show whether the late 


Commander-in-Chiet has been rightly | 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 
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or wrongly accused. I rose for the 
purpose ot pressing that argument. 
There is one other matter which I think 
it is only fair to refer to ; and which the 
noble Marquess passed over, probably by 
an oversight. in his reply. The noble 
and gallant Viscount stated that upon 


one occasion early in 1900 he offered his 


resignation, which the Government de- 
clined to accept. It would seem, there- 
fore, that at that time the Secretary of 
War had confidence in his adviser. | 
sincerely hope His Majesty's Government 
will in this matter do an act of justice 
by making an exception to the general 
rule forbidding the publication of confi- 
dential Papers. 


THe PRIME MINISTER ann LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of Saus- 
BURY) : My Lords, | do: not propose to 
add to this debate any observation on 
the military matters that have been can- 
vassed to-night, for they are of a highly 
technical character, and | doubt whether 
I am competent to discuss them with 
any useful effect. I merely wish to 
address myself in one word to the motion 
on the Paper. I understand the rule 
to be that if a Minister quotes a Paper 
which is not on the Table of the House, 
it is open to other Members to move 
that the Paper be presented, and I do not 
think a Minister could refuse — the 
request. That is a different motion from 
that of the noble Viscount, which is that 
all Papers which some person or persons 
unknown may imagine to have reference 
to the debate should be immediately 
printed for general circulation. 1 think 
that would bea very difficult task to per- 
form, and very undesirable when it had 
been performed. If there was any Paper 
quoted to-night with which the House 
is so far unacquainted, it is for the noble 
Viscount to indicate it, and move for its 
production. To that motion we should 
give, according to traditional practice, 
the most careful consideration. But to 


‘the vague motion on the Paper it is im- 


possible that we can consent. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, | do not rise any more than the 
noble Marquess for the purpose of pro- 
longing this debate. which, combined 
with the discussion of the other night, 
will always remain in my memory as one 
of the most painful to which I have ever 
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listened. The noble Duke opposite, and, 
[ think, the noble Marquess, said the 
other night that they were not aware 
that any personal charges had been 
brought against the noble and gallant 
Viscount. I tremble to think what 
would be the nature of personal charges 
if once His Majesty’s Government began 
tomake them. It is not a personal attack 
to accuse your principal subordinate of 
having been fitful in his attendance to 
his duties! It is not a personal attack 
to tell your principal military adviser 


that he has given you had yilitary 
advice!) It is not a personal attack 
to state that at a erisis which we 


all have good reason to remember your 
principal military adviser under-esti- 
mated the resources necessary for the 
campaign, and recommended as a place 
of arms a spot which was wholly unsuited 
forthe purpose! ‘These are not personal 
charges! Then Heaven preserve me from 
the Government when they begin to 
bring them. In my judgment, and, | 
think, in the judgment of the great mass 
of the House, and certainly in the judg- 
ment of the person whom we are accus- 
tomed to appeal to in our discussions, 
“the man in the street,” they constitute 
personal charges of the gravest nature. 
For that reason [ say this debate will 
always remain most painfully ino my 
memory. 

The noble and gallant Viscount has now 
closed his active career. It has been 
an historical career. It is one which 
has more than once earned him the 
thanks of Parliament, and constantly 
the less definitely expressed gratitude 
of the country. He lays down the high 
office—a high office in name,’at any rate 
—with which you have invested him, and 
takes the first opportunity of his freedom 
from responsibility to bring the subject 
of the relation of that high office to the 
oftice of the Secretary of State for War 
hefore the attention of Parliament, having 
kept a loyal silence while he was under 
the direction of the Secretary of State. 


What is his reward? He is met by 
argument to some extent, no doubt. 


But, on the other hand, he is met with 
what I must eall, differing as I do from 
the Government as to the meaning of 
personal attacks,one of the gravest attacks 


ever made upon a subordinate. The noble | 


Marquess plumed himself to-night, and, 
VOL. XCI. [FOURTH SERIES. | 
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I think, with justice. on never having 
attributed responsibility to a subordinate 
before,and on only having done it to-night 
forthe purpose of his argument. But, 
should like to ask, has it ever been the 
practice of Parliament or of statesmen 
in Parliament, in any cireumstances 
whatever, to shelter themselves behind 
a subordinate? Has it ever been. known 
in the history of the Legislature that 
any Secretary of State has ever got up 
and said, ** | was misled by my adviser. 
The responsibility lies upon him, and 
not upon me”? 


*Toe Maraevess or LANSDOWNE: 
The noble Earl continually found fault 
with me for not bringing down the Com- 
mander-in-Chief’s own opinion to the 
House. 


THe Ear or ROSEBERY: I did 
not continually find fault with the noble 
Marquess for not bringing down the 
Commander-in-Chief. I only noticed his 
conspicuous absence. As was remarked 
by the noble Lord who sits behind the 
Government, he was making speeches 
elsewhere in the country, and I drew the 
inference that the best possible military 
adviser of the Secretary of State was 
not wholly satisfied with the proposals of 
the Secretary of State; and in the next 
place I drew a larger conelusion, which 
was that in the great national and 
military crisis such as we were then 
passing through the country had a right 
to look beyond the mere opinion of a 
civilian, however highly placed he might 
be, for an assurance of our security in 
the field of war. I return to the argu- 
ment in which I was disturbed by the 
interruption of the late Secretary for 
War. I said it has never been the prac- 
tice of any responsible Minister, under 
any circumstances, to shelter himself 
behind the advice of a subordinate. The 
Secretary of State has constantly assumed 
in a very manly way the whole responsi- 
hility for what was going on. That is 
the practice of English statesmen ; and 
I confess I cannot coneeive that th: 
noble Marquess is justified in attri. 
buting to himself any peculiar pro- 
priety in having pursued that .course 
until what I must always consider his 
unfortunate lapse the other night. 

To-night we have had a discussion 
of three accusations. The honours, [ 


B 
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think, have not been equally divided. 
Perhaps | am not an impartial observer. 
But 1 do think that we cannot let the 
controversy go without bearing in mind 
one or two points in the defence of the 
Secretary of State. He says he main- 
tains his accusation that the Com- 
mander-in-Chief recommended that Lady- 
smith was a suitable place for the oceupa- 
tion of English troops. All that is mere 
allegation, which is that at some period 
or another the Commander-in-Chief 
authorised stores to be sent to South 
Afriea which were afterwards sent by 
the local general commanding there to 
Ladysmith to be stored. That, as far as | 
can interpret the somewhat complicated 
statement of the Secretary of State, is 
all that he has to bring in reply to sub- 
stantial proofs alleged by the noble 
Viscount in support of his contention 
that he did not consider Ladysmith 
suitable for the purpose. Then we come 
to the other part of the case. I leave 
out the charge relative to the Auxiliary 
forees, which I think the and 
gallant Viscount treated too fully, be- 
cause, asit is completely taken away from 
his late office by the Order in Council, it 
does not appear to be any part of his 
responsibility. 

But we come to the other charge, 


noble 


which produced an interesting state- 
ment from the Secretary of State. 
He says, and says with some truth, 
that we were wrong. We all thought 
that «a smaller force would  suftice 
in South Africa than has turned out 


actually to be the case. The then Com- 
mander-in-Chief recommended that a 
corps darmée should be mobilised in 
England ready for instant transmission 
abroad—that certain forces should be 
sent to South Africa. But he said these 


would be menacing preparations which | 


would interfere with our policy of peace. 
The two policies may be compared. 
The policy of the noble and gallant Vis- 
count, fully informed as he was, and fully 
informed as the Secretary of State was, 
through the Intelligence Department, of 
the preparations of the Boers—though 


I remember the Prime Minister was not | 


so fortunate, tor he had not the infor- 
mation at the disposal of his colleagues 
in the matter—it was the policy of the 
noble Viscount, informed as he was by 


the Intelligence Department of the pre-| citations from documents by the noble 


The Earl of Rosebery. 


{LORDS} 
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parations of the Boers, that if you wished 
to preserve peace you had better be 
prepared for war, and that in any case, 
with the great risk involved and with 
the promise of the Government to de- 
fend Natal, it was better to be prepared, 
The noble Marquess threw contempt on 
this advice,and said that the noble and 
gallant Viscount thought war inevitable, 
and, if his advice were taken, one or 
two things might happen—first. either 
that the Boers might be greatly im- 
pressed by your military preparations, or, 
on the other hand, not being impressed, 
it might bring matters to a head and 
the war would speedily he over ~by the 
end of the year 1899. 1 do not pretend 
to be a judge of tactics or policy. Tam 
only a humble looker-on. 1 do not pre- 
tend to judge which was the better 
policy of the two. But, upon my honour, 
judging by results, | am not prepared 
unhesitatingly to condemn the noble and 
gallant Viscount. [| am not at all in- 
clined, as the Secretary of State is, to 
wave away with the advice the 
noble and gallant Viscount gave in June. 
1899. Apparently the policy of the 
Government was a twofold poliev—to 
labour for peace, but, if peace could not 
be preserved, to be totally unprepared 
for war. I suppose I am a dull person. 
a dull rural person, little versed in these 
high matters. But, for the life of me, 
judging the results, seeing that in Mareh, 
1901, we are still engaged in a war 
commenced in October, 1899, | am not 
prepared to throw stones at the noble 
and gallant Viscount for what he re- 
commended on that occasion. 

Now, coming to the motion before 
the House, I can conceive nothing more 
detrimental to the public service than 
the haphazard production of State docu- 
ments of importance passing between 
colleagues, in the utmost confidence, 
and which should remain for ever in that 
condition of confidence. But that cond: 
tion of confidence can only be preserved 
on one hypothesis, which is, that the 
confidence is respected by both parties to 
the compact, and that if one person 
uses or quotes a document, the policy 
of Parliament, as the noble Marquess 
has so truly stated, shall be respected. 
and these documents shall be placed 
upon the Table. We have had perpetual 
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Marquess the Secretary of State.  To- 
night he sprung upon us a new docu- 
ment—a Minute of 3rd October, 1899. 
Are we to see that document? 1 will 
sit down and wait till the Government 
make up their mind. 


Tue Marevess or SALISBURY: 
What | ventured to say was that, for the 
purpose of enabling the Government 
to take that course which is most  con- 
sistent with the public interests, the 
document should be named in a motion, 
and a motion made that it should be pro- 
duced. 1 do not say this for the purpose 
of refusing the document. My impres- 
sion is that there is no harm in producing 
It. 


Tuk Earn or ROSEBERY : The noble 
Marquess went a little further than 
that. He said you are bound to produce 
it if you quote from it. The document 
has been quoted, and its date given, 
and therefore, | think, he is bound under 
his own regulations to produce it. I 
admit the notice of the noble and gallant 
Viscount is somewhat vague and general, 
hut then, on the other hand, the charges 
brought against his professional reputa- 
tion were equally general ; and I hold 
that it is only as a measure of self- 
defence that he asks for the written 
minutes of advice that he gave on the 


perfectly willing to produce it. | 
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the publie interest to produce, that 
Paper ought to be specifically moved for, 
and if such a motion is made, the Govern- 
ment, if it is in their power, will be 
am 
under the impression that no document 
has been referred to to-night by my 
noble friend the Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs except one that has already been 
referred to by the noble and gallant 
Viscount. [ am not quite clear what 
that Paper was. but if the noble and 
gallant Viscount will move for it, the 
Government will give their best con- 
sideration to the motion. We 
therefore, practically agreed on the ques- 
tion of the production of Papers, and 
there is very little indeed in’ the obser- 
vations that have just been made by 


are, 


‘the noble Earl to which it is necessary 


to make any reference. It does not 
seem to me that it is very profitable 
for this House to diseuss much further 
whether the statement which was made 


by my noble friend the other night 
/was in the nature of a personal charge 


points on which he has been charged, | 


and that they should) be laid) before 
Parliament. At any rate, as a protest 
against this new practice of quoting 
confidential documents which you mean 
to keep in your bureau, if the noble 
and gallant Viscount goes to a division 
I shall assuredly record my vote in his 
favour. 


Tur LORD PRESIDENT OF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEvoNnsHIRE) : 
My Lords, [ believe, as the noble Earl 
stated a few minutes ago, that your 
Lordships are practically unanimous that 


it would be highly undesirable in the | 


public interest that a vague and general 
motion for the production of a number 


of confidential Papers should be assented | 


to. As my noble friend at the head of the 
; oP gipege 
(rovernment said, if it could be shown 


that reference has been made to any | 
‘cipher ; that 


Paper which has not been produced, 
and which it will not be contrary to 


against the noble and gallant Viscount. 
The noble Earl thinks that personal 
charges of a very serious character have 
been made. My noble friend and _ his 
colleagues, on the contrary, are of opinion 
that my noble friend adduced nothing 
except proofs which were absolutely 
necessary to show that the allegations 
which had been made by the noble and 
gallant Viscount against the present 
system were not well founded ; and that 
he had, unfortunately, as we think, but 


‘decidedly, as we also think, laboured 


under some misapprehension as to the 
scope, extent, and importance of the 
duties with which he was charged by 
the Order in Council. I deeply regret 
that in the course of this discussion it 
should have been necessary to bring 
forward anything that might be con- 
sidered to be in the nature of an impu- 
tation against the conduct of the 


/noble and gallant Viscount ; but, in my 


opinion, the course which he took left 
to us no alternative. The noble 


‘and gallant Viscount said that the expe- 


rience of five years tenure of the office 
of Commander-in-Chief had led him to 
the conclusion that the office of Com- 
mander-in-Chief had been reduced to a 
the Commander-in-Chief 
was nothing but the fifth wheel of a 
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coach, Such statement, made by an) by the Government. That is not an 
officer enjoying the authority of | accurate statement of fact. The Com. 
Commander-in-Chief, were calculated to | mander-in-Chief was, of course, con. 


do irreparable mischief in destroying the 
confidence of the COUnTrY in the Army 
it they could be substantiated, and we 
were bound to show that if defects 
existed, as we do not deny they may, 
in the system of War Office administra- 
tion which was introduced by the last 
Order in Council, they were not the 
defects which were pointed out by the 


noble and gallant Viscount, but were | 


defects of quite a different character, of 
which he seemed to be altogether un- 
It not our opinion that, 
the present system, the 


Is 


aware, 
under 


rity, if he chooses to make use of it. 
If there are defects in the system, my 
noble friend was bound to point out 
that they consisted in this—that 
instructions had not sufficiently indi- 
cated to the Commander-in-Chief the 
nature, and scope, and gravity, and the 
importance and responsibility of those 
functions with which he was invested. 

The noble Earl opposite referred to the 
advice given by the noble and gallant 
Viscount on the occupation of Ladysmith. 
The noble Earl protessed himself to be 
at a loss to understand in what way the 


Com- | 
mander-in-Chief has not sufficient autho- | 


his | 


noble and gallant Viscount was respon- | 


sible, in any degree, for the occupation 
of Ladysmith. Who does the noble Earl 


suppose was responsible for the distri- 


bution of the troops in South Africa if 
not the Commander-in-Chief? The 
noble and gallant Viscount says that all 
that he was aware of was that certain 
stores were sent to South Africa, and 
he did not know where they were sent 
to. Did he know, or did he not know, 
to what points the troops sent to South 
Africa were despatched! If he did not 
know, who was responsible, if he was 
not, for the different points to which 
they were sent ? 


The noble Earl again referred to the | 


question of the advice which was given 
on various oceasions by the Commander- 
in-Chief on the subject of the prepara- 
tions for war. I think there has been 


some misunderstanding on that question. | 
| War Office organisation, in order to prove 


It has been said, I think, by the noble 
Ear! who spoke previously that the 
advice which was tendered by the late 
Commanderin-Chief was not accepted 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


sulted by the Secretary for War as to 
the measures which it would be necessary 
to take if war should unhappily come 
The Commander-in-Chief most properly 
and, I have no doubt, most fully and 
ably complied with that request. and 
gave the information that was requested 
of him. But it was not for the Com. 
mander-in-Chief. and he never supposed 
that it was for him, to decide the political 
question of when those preparations 
should be made or what the political 
effects of such preparations might be 
upon the negotiations that were then 
proceeding. That was a_ responsibility 
which rested on the Government alone, 
We have never dreamt of making the 
Commander-in-Chief responsible because 
we did not think it wise to make certain 
preparations which were described by 
the Commander-in-Chiet himself as de 
monstrations, We do not seek to make 
him responsible for anything that may 


have occurred in consequence of the 
delay. 
The noble Earl said he had never 


known a Minister shelter himself under 
the advice given to him by his subordi. 
nate. | think the noble Earl himself, 
on the last occasion on which he took part 
in this debate, brought forward a case 
in which his own Minister for War did 
bring forward in Parliament the opinion 
of the Commander-in-Chief in support 
of his policy with regard to small-arm 
ammunition, and, the noble Earl 


as 


himself pointed out, that was done with 


out any very favourable result. But it 
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‘cannot be said that throughout this 


/mander-in-Chief has alleged to exist it 


discussion my noble friend has attempted 
to shelter himself or the Government in 
any degree, in the course they have 
taken, behind the advice—sound advice 
or erroneous advice—which was given to 
them by their military adviser. Refer 
ence has been made to advice which we 
think was not so sound or complete a 
it might have been. That has been 


‘prought forward, not for the purpose 0 


relieving us of any responsibility what 
ever, but simply in the discussion 01 


that the defects which the late Com- 


the present system are not those whiel 
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there are defects, they are exactly in th 


indicated by the noble and gallan 


Viscount. 


wntent with the offer made to him o 
the Paper dated 3rd October, 1899. 
contend that when a Member of thi 


entitled to have produced all the ofticia 
documents on which those  spesifiec 
charges are based. The noble Duke sai 


Order in Council. 
not use the word attack. 
uecessary to bring counter charges. 


ot mention charges . 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTHL: Well, that 


system brought by the noble and gallant 
Viscount. It is a curious commentary 


of State for War should concede the 
greater part of the points urged by the 
late Commander-in-Chief, which in 
itself a justification, in my opinion, for 


Is 
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Viscount has put forward. 


Viscount WOLSELEY: My Lords, 
lregret very much that | cannot comply 
with the request that I should confine 
uyself to asking for one Paper only. | 
tel that it is necessary. in the defence of 
my own character, that J should not do 
There is not one of the noble Lords 
lam addressing who, if placed in the 


80, 


position in which I have been placed by | 


these serious, and | may say grave, 
charges brought, as I think, without any 
thyme or reason, against me, would not 
act in the same way. 
many inaccuracies that the noble Duke 


has fallen into, but I do not wish to go 


{| Lord Wolseley’s Memorandum {15 Marcu 1901} 
do exist, and that, on the contrary, if 


opposite direction to that which has been | 


Lorn TWEEDMOUTH: I hope the 


noble and gallant Viscount will not be 


House, having held high position, has 
gecified charges made against him, he is , 


it was necessary for the noble Marquess 
toattack the noble and gallant Viscount 
by way of answer to his criticisms of the 


THe DukE or DEVONSHIRE: I did 
Loro TWEEDMOUTH : That it was | 


Tne Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I did 


he should point out certain deficiencies in | 
the conduct of the Commander-in-Chiet, 
in order to meet the charges against the 


on that defence that the present Secretary | 


I could point out | 
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tu Lord Sulishury. 


into details. As regards the Papers, | 
hope the Government will grant them. 
l am quite prepared, if the Government 
allow it, to name some one who shall go 
/over the Papers and see that only those 
necessary for the vindication of my points 
are produced, and that those not touching 
the points [ bring forward are not pro- 
duced. Certain grave charges have been 
made against me, and I have endeavoured 
to the best of my ability to answer them. 
Mv answer to the Government is that 1 
am prepared to prove my case, and | 
only ask for the Papers that will enable 
me todoso. That is only justice between 
man and man. | have always been led 
to believe that when the professional or 
private character of a Member of your 
Lordships’ House has been impugned, 
it has been the desire of the House that 
he should have an opportunity of answer- 
ing. I therefore appeal to the House to 
give me the opportunity of proving up 
to the hilt, as L ean do, everything I have 
| said. 


e 


t 


f 
I 


1| 


l 
L 


| Tue MaArQuess SALISBURY : 
|The course we are asked to take is an 
entirely new one, and, if it is sanctioned 
by the House, will carry very evil results. 
The noble and gallant Viscount has been’ 
accused—supposing he has been accused 
at all—of nothing but certain errers of 
judgment, and he maintains that he has 
a right to go into a public office and look 
over the Papers, and have laid on the 
Table of the House anything he may 
‘consider necessary for his purposes. 


OF 


Viscount) WOLSELEY : 
Papers | have written myself. 


Only the 


the criticisms the noble and gallant | 


Tue Marevess or SALISBURY: 
That is a material deduction. but the 
Government must see the motion In a 
definite form before expressing their 
opinion. and | think that another oppor- 
tunity should be given for a decision on 
the demand. We cannot consent to the 
motion as extemporised by the noble 
Viscount. 


| Tue Eart or ROSEBERY: 1 want 
|to make a practical proposal. The 
| noble Marquess says, “* Put the motion 
'on the Paper and we will then see what 
we think of it.” Is it necessary to do 
that in the present instance ! The noble 
| Viscount says, ‘* Will you allow a person 
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deputed by me to look over the Minutes 
in the War Office, and name those which 
I think necessary for the maintenance of 
my character?" The Government on 
their side can name an expert of their 
own, and, when the Papers have been 
prepared, it will be open to the Govern- 
ment to say, “ We object to this or that,” 
and the subject will come up again. Is 
it not eminently desirable to avoid 
another discussion of this kind? I 
have a practical proposal to make. We 
are gentlemen meeting in a gentleman- 
like spirit, and | would suggest that the 
motion should be passed with an honour- 
able understanding between the noble 
Viscount and the Government that the 
matter shall be carried out in the way 
suggested. 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: 
[ am bound to apologise for speaking 
again, but when a new motion is started 
every five minutes it is very difficult to 
avold continuing the discussion. — It 
appears to me that the proposal of the 
noble Earl is the strangest. application 
of the principle of arbitration [ have 
ever heard of. It is impossible that we 
should hand over an unlimited power 
over the confidential Papers of a Depart- 
ment of State. We are the guardians of 
those Papers, and we have no right to 
give them up until we have some security 
that we are bound to do so. I cannot 
admit that, merely because a person 
has been appointed by the noble and 
gallant Viscount. he has the right to 


| LORDS} 
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take our responsibility on his shoulders 
and to determine what Papers. it may 
be the most confidential Papers, shall 
be given over for publication. It is 4 
proposal for which, | believe, there-is no 
sort of precedent, and it would be depart: 
ing from the duty we owe to the public 
if we consented to it. The obvious 
course is to bring the motion forward 
at a later date, and in more detail, and 
then we shall be able to judge in respect 
of each Paper demanded, whether it 
ought to be laid upon the Table of the 
House or not. But to this reving com- 
mission to an unknown comunissioner, 
who is to decide on some unspecified 
principle of arbitration, we cannot 
assent. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR : | must 
ask the noble and gallant Viscount for 
the form of the motion I am to put to 
| the House. 





Viscount WOLSELEY : My motion 
fis, “That an humble Address be 
| presented to His Majesty for all Papers 
| written by the Viscount Wolseley bearing 
/upon certain allegations made by the 
| Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs and 
‘upon the advice given by the said Vis 
hecount when Commander-in-Chief of th 
Army in regard to the War in South 
| Africa.” 


On Question, their Lordships divided : 
Contents. 38; Not-Contents, 62. Re 
solved in the negative. 


CONTENTS. 
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| Teller. | 
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45 Standing Orders {15 Marcu 1901} Amendment. 46 
Hardwicke, E. Llandaff, V. James, L. 

Harewood, E. | Kelvin, L. 

Howe, E. | Manchester, L. Bp. Kintore, L. (E. Kintore.) 
Leven and Melville, E. tochester, L. Bp. Lawrence, L. [Zedler. | 
Lindsey, E. Lindley, L. 

Lucan, E. Aldenham, L. Manners of Haddon, L. (¥/. 
Manstield, E. Ashbourne, L. Granby.) 

Morley, E. Avebury, L. Mounteagle of Brandon, L. 
Mount Edgcumbe, E. Bateman, L. Newton, L. 

Northesk, E. Belhaven and Stenton, L. Raglan, L. 

Roberts of Kandahar, E. Blyths wood, L. Robertson, L. 

Stanhope, E. Colville of Culross, L. Rosmead, L. 

Strange, E. (D. Athole.) Cottesloe, L. Sinclair, L. 

Tankerville, E. Dunboyne, L. Somerton, L.(/. Vormanton.) 
Vane, E. (M. Londonderry. ) Dunmore, L. (2. Dunmore.) Stanmore, L. 

Verulam, E. Fairlie, L. (2. Glasgow.) Stratheden and Campbell, L. 
Waldegrave, E. [ Zedler. | Haliburton, L. Windsor, L. . 
Westmeath, E. Harlech, L. 

Wharneliffe, E. Hothfield, L. 


COUNTY COURTS (IRELAND) BILL. | to shortly explain the object of the 


[M61 } Amendment | have to propose in this 

[SECOND READING, | Standing Order. It has been represented 

Order of the Day for the Second to me that in regard to the laying of 
Reading read. trams along main roads, it is possible 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE. that the interests of the county council 
LAND (Lord AsHpouRNeE): My Lords, and ot the urban district authority 
this is substantially the same Bill as ™may clash, and that it is desirable that 
your Lordships passed last session. Its the county council, which at present has 
object. is to introduce several small no locus standi, should be given the right 
Amendments with regard to the pro- | 0 appear against tramway schemes pro- 
cedure of the Irish County Courts. The | posed to be laid along main roads for 
Amendments have been largely, if not which the county is responsible. 
entirely, framed on what has been aa Me . 
found to work very well in England ; Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : Will this 
and | hope your Lordships will give the apply to Ireland also ! 
Bill a Second Reading. re : ar weer 

Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 24.” ee a es AO 
(Lord Ashbourne.) ; Standing Order amended, in line 3, by 

On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2“ | inserting, after the word “ affected,” 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- | the letter (A). 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday | f 
next. “| In line 5, by inserting, after the word 

|‘ county,” the words “ or (B) by the pro- 

House adjourned at five minutes past | Visions of any Bill proposing to zuthorise 

Seven of the clock, to Monday | the construction or reconstruction of 

—oe Eleven of | any tramway along any main road, or 

: ‘along any other road to the mainten- 

‘ance and repair of which the county 

council contributes, within the adminis- 
trative county.” 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, loth March, 1901. 


SEIT STS BIE BUGENSCS. | ite: 7 Wi OWNER: Tiersen’ 


Standing Order 170a read. 


'somewhat different point. It applies to 
(By ORDER.) /cases in which a Renae is going to 

‘ : See construct or work tramways outside its 

Standing Order 1340 read. ownarea. The Standing Order lays down 
*Tue CHAIRMAN) or WAYS. anp certain conditions, one of which is that the 
MEANS (Mr. J. W. LowrHer, Cumber- | Committee should insert in the Bill a 
land, Penrith) : Perhaps I may be allowed | clause enabling the local authority to 


STANDING ORDERS AMENDMENT. 
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purchase the tramways at the end*of | Committee chose to give it. This Amend: 
twenty-one years. It has been found, ment relates only to the Standing Order 
especially in the case of electric trams, which deals with municipal corporations 
that twenty-one years is not a sufficient coustructing tramways outside their own 
period. Engineers put the life of an. areas. 

electric tram at forty-two years, and we’ 
propose to amend the Standing Order 
accordingly, Of course forty-two years 
will be an outside limit. 


Standing Order amended, in line 17, 
by leaving out, after the word “ substi- 
tute,” the words * shorter periods for the 
periods,’ and inserting the words “a 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick); Petied not exceeding forty-two years for 
Will this also apply to Ireland ! "the period of twenty-one years.” —(The 

sa Chairman of Ways and Means.) 

*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER : Yes, Sir. : 

GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
(BY ORDER.) 

Mr. TULLY said he wished to move 
the Instruction standing on the Paper 
in his name in regard to this Bill. The 
words he wished to have omitted dealt 

*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER : Lam afraid | With the proposal of the company to 
have not made myself quite clear. The | acquire certain common lands in the 
reason is this. In the year 1870, when Urban district of Tottenham. Some 
the Tramways Act was passed. twenty- Yet? ago the Tottenham Urban District 
one years was taken as the life of a tram. Council secured the passing of an Act of 
way. At that time only horse tramways Parliament which gave them the right to 
existed, but at the present time many certain common lands to he used as a 
corporations are laying down electric recreation ground, but the Great Eastern 
trams, and the expense connected with Railway Company now proposed tu take 
the installation of these is so large that it) @&W@Y those rights. : his was a very 
has been found not to be worth while to | SeTleus matter. This company, like 
lay them down unless for an extended Other companies, seemed to wish to 
period. Lf they have to sell them at the eal with the public in a very arbitrary 
end of twenty-one vears they are losers Wanner. Its Bill was pock-marked with 
by the transaction. : ~ proposals to interfere with public rights 
over footpaths and common lands. This 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.); Was the first clause which suggested 
In what sense do you mean the word Such an interference, and, unless the hon. 
“corporation "! Is it to be taken in its. Member for Lewisham, who was_ in 
technical sense, or will it include a private charge of the Bill. could give a guarantee 
company trading as the tramway com- that a similar quantity of land in the 
pany ! ‘ same neighbourhood would be handed 
over to the Tottenham Urban District 
*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER : It is intended Council to be used as a recreation ground, 
to cover the cases of municipal corpora- he should feel bound to press his opposi- 
tions. tion to a division. The company were 
ms 1 acting in an arbitrary and high-handed 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Then manner. and, if the proposals contained 
you are making a difference between in the Bill were sanctioned, he submitted 
corporations and private companies. that there would be a most unfair inter- 

ference with public rights. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
asked if there was any special reason why 
the period should be extended from 
twenty-one to forty-two vears! — It 
seemed to be a tremendous difference. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall. Camborne) : 
Are we to understand that this extension Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.) seconded. 
of time would not be granted to a private vhs 
company ¢ Motion made, and Question proposed, 
n Ret ian. ip That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
Mr. J. W. LOWTHER : A private com- mittee, when dealing with Clause 10, 
pany would get whatever terms the page & 8, line 3, to leave out from ‘ In,’ to 


Mr. J. W. Lowther. 
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‘thereabouts,’ in line 15 (inclusive). 


(Mr. Tully.) 


Mr. PENN (Lewisham) said the history 
of the case might be put in a nutshell. 
The company required, for the widening 


of its lines, just over an acre of land, | 


which, as the hon. Member had stated, 
was common land. The company were 


at present in negotiation with the Totten- | 


ham Urban Distriet Council in regard to 
the terms on which they should have this 


land, and they were on the eve of a satis- | 


factory settlement. The Tottenham 
Urban District Council had very ‘properly 
lodged a petition against the Bill in order 
that it might have a locus stand? when 
the Bill went before a Committee, where 
the whole matter could be threshed out. 
The suggestion that the company should 
give an equal amount of land was scarcely 
applicable to this case. Prima facie, of 
course, it was undesirable that the area 
of recreation grounds in populous locali- 
ties should be diminished, but this case 
stood on a very different footing. The 
ground proposed to be taken was rough 
common ground, which, in the ordinary 


sense, could not be termed a recreation | 


ground ; and what he understood would 


the company proposed to pay for this 
acre of land to improving and laying out | 
the remainder of the common land. This | 
would be a great benefit to the locality, | 
and he trusted the House would realise, | 
from what he had said, that so far from 
the company desiring to act in a high- | 
handed manner, they were anxious to do 
their best in the public interest. 


Mr. CAINE said it was all very well to 
suggest that the matter could be threshed 
out upstairs, but he wished to point out 
that that would involve the Tottenham 
Urban District Council in considerable 
expense. This was a matter which could 
well be settled on the floor of the House. 
There was no part of London to which 
working people were flocking in larger | 
numbers. There was also no part of the 
Metropolis so short of open spaces. | 
Tottenham was almost entirely inhabited 
by working classes—by unskilled rather 
than by skilled labourers—and he would 
remind the House that between 4.45 a.m. | 
and 5.15 a.m. each week-day something 
like 4,000 of these men travelled from 











RCH 1901} Railway Bill, 50 
Tottenham into London for their work. 
It would easily be understood therefore 
that there was a strong feeling, on this 
side of the House at any rate, against 
the action of railway companies in taking 
away land already allocated for public 
purposes, and he hoped that the 
mover of the Instruction would divide 
upon it unless he got an ample assurance 
that other land would be given in ex- 
change for it, and that, if possible, the 
area of this piece of common land should 
not be reduced. 


| *Mr. J. W. LOWTHER said the point 
of difference was this, that it was agreed 
| that if the railway company took this 
‘land other land would be substituted 
| for it. That was agreed to by both the 
‘railway company and the Tottenham 
| District Council. 
| Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
| KE.) said he understood the hon.Gentleman 
{to say that the railway company was 
to pay money tor the land taken to the 
|district council, which money was to be 
jused in improving land at present in 
| their possession. 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER sad that the 


| Report of the Board of Agriculture, to 
be done was to devote the money which | 
| 


| would be 


which any Committee to which this Bill 
remitted would attribute the 
greatest importance, very distinctly stated 
that in their opinion the ordinary rule 
which required a railway company to 
substitute other land would not be so 


| beneficial for the district as would be 


the payment of a sum of money to the 


‘district council to be applied by them 
|in the purchase of additional land for 


recreation purposes or for the improve- 
ment or enlargement of existing recrea- 
tion grounds in the district. As the 
Tottenham District Council was an 
elected body, surely they might be trusted 
to decide as to how best to meet the re 
quirements of their own district. He 
should have thought they were a much 
better body for that purpose than the 
railway company, and it would be ad- 
visable to leave to them the decision 
as to what additional land, if any, they 
were to purchase, or what improvements 
were to be made on existing recreation 


| grounds. ¥ 


Sir JOHN’ BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) sa’d that the land at Tottcn- 
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ham was of very small value, and a very | ham District Council a similar area of 
small amount of money would be given | land in lieu of that proposed to be taken 
for it; but when the district council| away. He trusted the hon. Member 
came to buy other land they would have | for Lewisham would give an assurance 
to pay a very large sum. It seemed to | that not only compensation would be 
him that the purchase of the necessary | paid to the Tottenham District Council 
land ought to be imposed on the railway | for the land taken, but that an area of 
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company and not on the council. 'land equal to that taken would le given 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower | 
Hamlets. Poplar) said there was another | 
point. 
suspicion any attempt to take away 
open spaces by any company. more espe- 
cially a railway company. The hon. 
Gentleman the Member tor Lewisham 
spoke of the necessity of taking this land 
to widen the lines, but Clause 10 showed 
that the land was required not for 
that purpose, but for purposes of 
minor moment. The railway com- 
pany might take land, therefore, at 
some other spot, and not necessarily at 
this particular spot. 


Unless the hon. | 


for playgrounds for the children. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stat- 


The House viewed with great | fordshire, Lichfield) said that every air- 


hole stopped up in London was a detriment 
to the surrounding districts. He had 
a considerable interest in a district in 
the neighbourhood of Tottenham, and 
he hoped the railway company would 
not be allowed to take this land without 
substituting a similar area of land for it. 


Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich) thought the question was 
not thoroughly understood. The popu- 
lation in this district was increasing 





Gentleman gave the House some assur-| enormously, and the railway company 
ance that the same space of land would! were, for the safety of the travelling 
be given in place of that taken. he would | public, compelled to get land for increas- 
vote for the Instruction. |ing the size of the lines. The railway 


| 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) | 


said there was in London an association | 
known as the “* Commons and Footpaths | 
Preservation Society”? to which many | 
hon. Members belonged and subscribed. 
and which performed a very usetul and 
necessary work in preserving playgrounds 
and recreation grounds in and around 
London. The executive of that asso- 
ciation had considered this Bill, and had 
passed a resolution that a clause should 
be inserted providing that the railway 
company should secure for the Totten- 





company were perfectly prepared to pay 
to the district council what was right and 
proper for the land, and the details 
could be discussed in Committee up- 
stairs. If the time of the House was to 
be consumed in discussing petty details 
ot private Bills there would be none left 
for the consideration of national and 
Imperial affairs. 


(Juestion put. 


The House divided :— Ayes, 110 ; Noes, 
133. (Division List No. 66.) 








Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E. 
Allan, William (Gateshea1) 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, Sir John 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 


Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burt, Thomas 

suxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Sir Join Brunner. 


AYES. 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 


| Duffy, William J. 


Edwards, Frank 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| Flynn, James Christopher 


Foster,SirWalter (Derby Co) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 


| 


Gilhooly, James 

Gurdon,Sir William Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt-Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt.Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans(Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
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Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSimyth 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mellor, Rt.Hon. JohnWilliam 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
BalfourRtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Balfour,MajK.R (Christch’ch) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol 
Bignold, Arthur 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Carlile, William Walter — 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Kitson, Sir James 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. | 


Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore. 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos tf A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roderts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | 


NOES. 
Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'd. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James(Statfords.,N. W. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J F(Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,CaptJ (Kent, Faversh. 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W (Salop) | 
Kimber, Henry 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,Capt. AH,(Hants. Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | 
Leighton, Stanley 
Long,Col. Charles W (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 


| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Feilowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. | 


Finch, George H. 

Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(Tr. H’ml’ts 
Grant, Corrie 


The following Instructions also ap- 
peared on the Paper :— 
(Mr. FLavin.)—That it be an Instruc- | 
tion to the Committee, in Clause 23, line 


| ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Lowther, Rt. Hn. W.(Cum. Pen | 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Iver, Sir Lewis( Edir.b’eh,W 
Maleolm, Ian 

Maxwell, RtHnSirHE(Wigt’n. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G.(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 





Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert | 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley | 


(Mr. Keir 


4, to leave out “twenty or more,” 
insert “any.” 
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Roche. John 

Shipman, Dr. John G. ; 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer,RtHnC. R( Northants) 


| Strachey, Edward 


Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wason, E. (Clackmannan) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Tully and Mr. Caine. 


Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hen. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 


| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Samuel, Harry S.(Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stroyan, John 

Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir William H 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby,Lt.-ColACE (Taunton) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Penn and Mr. Banbury. 


and 


Harpik.)—That it be an 
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Instruction to the Committee to insert 
the following Clause :- 

“It shall not be lawful for the Company by 
any rule, bye-law, or order, to in any way 
restrain, or punish, or dismiss any person in 
their service from acting or fur having acted as 
an elected inember of any public body, or for 
acting io the interest of any registered trade 
union, co-operative society. benefit society, or 
of any lawful organisation in which such per- 
son has an interest, during the hours in which 
such person is not bound by the terms of his 
contract of engagement with the Company to 
devote himself to the Company's service.” 

(Mr. Joyce.)—That it be an Instruction 
to the Committee to insert the following 
Clause :— 

* All works and undertakings carried out by 
the Company under the provisions of this Act 
shall be subject to the terms and conditions 
set forth in the Fair Wages Resolution of the 
House of Commons in all respects as if such 
works and undertakings were a Goverument 
contract, and any failure to observe this con- 
dition shall subject the Company to a penalty 
of twenty-five pounds for each day over which 
the offence lasts. such penalty to be recoverable 
by the workmen affected or by any registered 
trades union whom said workmen may autho- 
rise to act in their name.” 


(Mr. J. PL Farrecn.j)—-That it be an 
Instruction to the Committee to insert 
the following Clause :— 

_ “Where the Company propose to erect dwel- 
lings outside London under the provisions of 
this Act they shall issue free of cost a pass to 
enable tenants of such dwellings to travel to 
and from the station nearest the new dwellings 
to that nearest their former residence.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The next Instruction 
standing on the Paper. in the name ot the 
hon. Member for North Kerry, is not in 
order. It proposes to give a mandatory 
direction to the Select Committee to 
set aside the form of clause which is 
prescribed by the Standing Order with 
regard to houses of the working 
classes. That is altogether an abuse 
of the use of Instructions. The next 
three Instructions. standing in the 
names of the hon. Members for Merthyr 
Tydvil, Limerick, and North Longford, 
are out of order because they seek 
to take the occasion of a private Bill 
and the time of private business to discuss 
general questions which apply equally 
to all railways. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) asked by 
what means were railway companies to 
be compelled to give proper housing ac- 
commodation. 


' of order. 








*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE inquired under 
what circumstances and conditions would 
it be in order to introduce the question 
raised by his Instruction. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I[t would bein order 
in a resolution on a Tuesday. It would 
be in order on a public Bill dealing with 
the question, but it is notin order upon 
a private Bill affecting a particular 
private company. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said that the 
Instruction was intended to deal with a 
particular order issued by the Great 
Kastern Railway Company, and which. 
so far as he knew, had never been issued 
by any other company. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is altogether 
foreign to the purpose of the present Bill. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Spreaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That. in the 
case of the following Bills. referred on the 
First Reading thereof. Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with. namely:— 


Dorking Gas Bill. 

Midland Railway Bill. 

Torrington and Okehampton Railway 
Bill. 

Tottenham and Hampstead Junction 
Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the ‘Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions fur Private Bills, That, in the 
ease of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof. Standing 
Order No. 63 has been complied with, 
namely :— 


Long Eaton Gas Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO | Tuxford: Pres ahae= s CRE ANAS 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE), | LUxtord : Prestonpans ; Clitheroe ; Lon- 
, Sees ; oo , don (eight) ; Newhaven ; Dis'ey ; S an- 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Pable | Jey ; Cupar; Kidderminster (two) ; 
teport from one of the Examiners of | Brecon ; Leith ; Lower Wortley : York- 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | shire - Petersfield : Bethania : Liwynypia ; 
case of the following Bill, referred on the | Holmesdale: Nottingham: Clascow . 
o ° a ‘ ° | : bd ri oo ? - ’ 
Kirst Reading thereof, no Standing | Cardiff : Chor.ton-cum-Hardy (four) ; 


Orders are applicable, namely :— | Chertsey ; York ; Stockton-on-Tees (four); 
Paisley Gas Provisional Order Bill. | Sittingbourne ; Stretford: Whiteinch ; 


| Aberdeen (four); Bromley ; St. Austell : 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | Manchester ; Camberwell ; Bute: Bath 

time upon Monday next. |(two) ; Norwood ; Rotherham ; Chiches- 
iter; Wigton ; Manningtree ; Liverpool 

PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE | (five); Brechin; Chryston: Perth ; 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. /Perkins Beach; Goudhurst ; Leeds ; 

The CHairMan of Ways and Means | Congleton ; Cinderford ;  Thornaby-on- 
presented Report by the Chairman of | Tees (two): Greenock; Birmingham 
Committees of the House of Lords and | (four) ; Stone Broom ; Edinburgh (two) ; 
the Chairman of Ways and Means in the | Cupar Angus ; Shett!eston ; Carlisle (six) ; 
House of Commons—* That the General | Rotherham ; Masbrough ; Greasbrough ; 
Orders not complied with in respect of | Driftield ; Kensington ; Swansea ; and 
the following Provisional Orders :— Zetland ; to lie upon the Table. 

Ayr County Buildings, | 

Paisley District Tramways, | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
: : CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Denny and 
| Dunipale ; North Berwick ; Dryfesdale ; 
teport to lie upon the Table. | Kirmahoe;  Gladsmuir; Lockerbie 
Ferryden ; Cupar (two); Inverness ; 
Ross-shire ; Duns ; Whithorn ; Dunoon ; 

PETITIONS. Wemyss; Govan; Gartley; Huntly ; 
paaea Edinburgh ; Blairgowrie and Rattray ; 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER Kierromutt ee 3 nga ; and 

GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA. | Dollar ; to lie upon the Table. 

TION SCHOOLS). 

Petition from Wakefield, for alteration | SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. er 
Petitions against, from Dunfermline ; 

INHABITED HOUSE DUTY AND and Alloa > to lie upon the Table. 

INCOME TAX. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
City of London ; and Manchester ; to lie RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
upon the Table. | ae 

PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES 
PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. (ELECTORS, Ere.) (UNITED KINGDOM). 

Petition from Cheltenham, for exten- feturn presented, relative thereto (in 
sion to women ; to lie upon the Table. | continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
116, of Session 1900) [Address 15th Feb- 
POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- | ruary : Sir Charles Dilke|; to lie upon 

TION ACT, 1896. ithe Table, and to be printed. [No. 85. | 

Petition from Ince-in-Makerfield, for | 

alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table. | MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (INCOR- 
PORATION OF WALLSEND). 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO| Copy presented, of Charter of Incor- 

CHILDREN BILL. poration of the borough of Wallsend. 

Petitions in favour, trom Sheftield | dated 12th March. 1901 [by Act]: to lie 
(twenty); Norton; Widmore (two) ;/ upon the Table. 


ought to be dispensed with and_ the | 
Orders allowed to proceed.” 
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CIVIL SERVICES AND — REVENUE) (‘onfidential referred to your Committee 
DEPARTMENTS = (SUPPLEMENTARY cand to a Report of their proceedings on 


ESTIMATES, 1900-1901). 
Copy presented, of a revised Estimate of 
the further sum required to be voted for 


' 13th March. 


the service of the year ending 31st March, | 


1901 |by Command]; referred to the 
Committee of Supply. and to be printed. 
INo. S4.] 
PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Inquiry into Charities (County of 
Lancaster)—Further Return — relative 
thereto [ordered &th August, 1898 : Mr. 
(frant Lairsen| : to be printed. [No. 86.] 


EAST INDIA (PETITIONS OF 
OF PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT). 
Address for “* Return 


number of Petitions which have been 


“They are unable to ascertain in what 
manner this can have been divulged. 
‘They recommend that Mr. Speaker, to 


| whom the authority of the House in such 


OFFICERS | 
i that I shall at the 
showing the | 
jot the Committee, with a view to dong 


! 


received during the past fifteen years, | 


either by the Government of 


or by the Secretary of State for India, 


India 


from the officers of the Public, 
Works Department who entered the 
Royal Indian Engineering College. 

C ooper's s Hill. during the first five years | 


of its existence, the said Petitions contain- 
ing, it is believed, representations to the 
effect that the terms under which they 
had been engaged had not been adhered 
to, and that their careers and prospects 
were thereby ruined or very seriously 
affected ; also of the number and ni iture 
and date of the replies to these officers, 
——(Wr. Kimber.) 


SOUTH AFRICA (NAVAL BRIGADE). 

Address for “ Copies of Despatches in 
regard to the Naval Brigade in South 
Africa which were published in the Lon- 
don Gazette of the 12th instant.”--(S/r 
James Fergusson.) 


CIVIL LIST. 
Leave given to the Select Committee to 
make a Special Report. 
Special Report brought up and read as 
followeth :—- 


“The attention of your Committee has 
been 
Times newspaper of 14th March of a 


statement purporting to represent pro- | 
posals contained in the papers marked | I beg toask the Secretary of State for War 


ithe House 


‘ean state the 


matters is delegated, do take such steps 
either by the exclusion of the representa 
tive of The Times from the inner lobbies 
of the House, or otherwise. 
to him best calculated to prevent such 
publication in future.” 


as mav seen 


Special Report to lie upon the Ta hle. and 
to be printed. [No. 87.| 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The House wi!l not 
expect me to say more at present than 
earliest moment take 
into consideration the recommendations 
what I think best for attaining the ob-ect 
they have in view. 


QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—RELIEF TO 
SUFFERERS AFTER THE WAR. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs) : | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he ean inform 
whether there will be an 
organisation in South Africa with its 
machinery in such order that, upon peace 
being declared, it will be in a position to 
promptly give help to needy loyalists who 
have suffered owing to the war, and to 
needy Boers; and, if so, whether such 
help will be a charge to the Transvaal and 
Orange River Colonies ; and whether he 


basis upon which such 


help will be given. 


| 


Tut SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The organisation of 
'a suitable machinery is under considera- 


| tion, but [ am not in a position to make 


any further statement at present beyond 


‘saying that it is intended that the assist- 


ealled to the publication in The | 


ance should be a charge upon the Trans- 
vaal and Orange River Colonies. 
PAARDEBERG—GENERAL COLVILE’S 
REPORT. 
Mr. ALLEN (Gloucestershire, Stroud) : 
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whether he is willing to publish the 
report sent by General Colvile to the 
Commander-in-Chief on the battle of 
Paardeberg, as he did the corresponding 
report of General Kelly-Kenny. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): No report was received by Lord 
Roberts from General Colvile, who held 
only a divisional command at Paardeberg. 
By the King’s Regulations reports de- | 
scribing the action taken by their respec- 
tive commands are furnished to the senior 
officer present by ofticers commanding 
divisions or brigades, and by such other 
officers as he may specially call upon ; 
these reports do not accompany the 
despatch, the senior officer being alone 
responsible for rendering to the Secretary 
of State for War an account of the opera- 
tions. Under these circumstances this 
report cannot be laid. 


Mr. ALLEN: Do I understand that 
no such report was sent to the Com- 
mander-in Chief ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir ; certainly 
no report was sent to the Conimander-in- 
Chief. A report was sent to General 
Kelly-Kenny. It was not forwarded to 
the Commander-in-Chief. 


GENERAL COLVILE’S RECALL. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether Lord Roberts’s 
despatch of the 19th July, 1900, was 
before Lord Lansdowne when he re- 
instated General Colvile in the com- 
mand at Gibraltar; also if he can 
state why Lord Roberts’s despatch was 
not issued before instead of after the 
debate on General Colvile’s case; and 
whether he will lay upon the Table of 
the House the finding of the Court of 
Inquiry into the Lindley disaster, which 
was the reason given for the recall of 
General Colvile. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Lord Robertss de- 
spatch was received at the War Office 
before Lord Wolseley recommended the 
reinstatement of General Colvile at 
Gibraltar. It is not customary to lay 
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Table of the House unless they are 
quoted or specially moved for, and in 
this case | should not have thought it 
fair to General Colvile to depart from 
the rule in order to justify my action. 
I quoted from the Paper on Monday 
last and laid it at once. There is no ob- 
jection to laying the finding of the Court 
of Inquiry which investigated the cir- 
cumstances of the surrender at Lindley. 


Mr. LAMBERT : 
on the Table? 


When will it be laid 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Ina day or two. 
Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 
ham): On what ground, if this finding 
is laid on the Table, are the findings of 
other Courts not to be laid on the Table ? 


*\IR. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is a matter of argument. 


LADYSMITH CORRESPONDENCE, 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will lay upon the Table of the 
House all the communications, whether 
by correspondence, messenger, or helio- 
gram, that passed between Sir Redvers 
Buller and Sir George White relative 
to the siege of Ladysmith. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir; it is not 
the custom to publish such communica- 
tions. 


YEOMANRY TRAINING CONDITIONS, 
& Mr. CARLILE (Buckinghamshire, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state what the conditions 
of training for Yeomanry regiments will 
be this year, whether specially under 
canvas or not, and of what duration it is 
likely to be, so that commanding officers 
may make their arrangements accord- 
ingly. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: As I stated yester- 
day, an Army Order on this subject will 
shortly}be issued. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—FIFE AND 
FORFAR CONTINGENTS. 


Sirk JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 


Reports upon individual officers on the} to ask the Secretary of State for War 
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whether he is aware that the original 
Fife and Forfar Volunteer contingent 
of the Imperial Yeomanry, who went out 
125 strong, have been reduced by death, 


disease, and physical weakness to under 


twenty men now in active service in 
South Africa; and whether there is a 
prospect of this remnant, who enlisted 
fifteen months ago, being enabled to 
return to their professions and occupa- 
tions at an early date. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Some companies 
of the Yeomanry have, I know, been 
very much reduced, but we are not aware 
of the exact strength of the company 
referred to. It is not possible to state 
when the operations in South Africa will 
permit of the return home of these 
men, but Lord Kitchener is now en- 
deavouring to spare the men whose 
cases are the hardest. 


GERMAN-MADE FIELD GUNS. 
*Mr. RENWICK (Neweastle-on-Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state the nature of the 
defects in the German-made field guns ; 
also how Jong will the repairs of the 
defects occupy ; and if it is usual to find 
similar defects in guns made by British 
manufacturers. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have already 
described to the House the nature of 
the defects found in the carriages of 
the field guns recently obtained from 
Germany. ‘The repairs are being carried 
out with all due expedition. German 
firms are not unique in having trouble 
with the axles of gun carriages. 


*\In. RENWICK: Is it not the fact 
that before these defects are remedied the 
total time occupied will haveexceeded that 
which would have been taken had the 
orders been given to British firms ¢ 


[No answer was returned. | 


PAY OF CIVILIAN DOCTORS AND 
VETERINARY SURGEONS AT HOME 
STATIONS. 

Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, having regard to the fact 
that the civilian veterinary surgeons at 
home stations during the war emergency 


{COMMONS} 
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are drawing pay at the rate of £250 per 
annum and allowances, which brings their 
pay to over £30 per month, and receive 
a gratuity of two months pay after twelve 
months employment, and an extra month’s 
salary for each additional six months 
service, can he state what increase of 
salary and gratuity the Government 
propose paying those civilian medical 
practitioners who have been engaged 
at Home - stations for the — last 
twelve months and upwards at 
a salary of only £270 per annum; 
and, can he explain why the gratuity of 
£100 for the first year of service with 
troops at home and £50 for the suecceed- 
ing years award to civilian medical prae- 
titioners holding commissions as medical 
officers to Volunteer corps and Militia 
regiments has been refused to the civilian 
medical practitioners who offered their 
services during the war, seeing that the 
rate of pay to the civil surgeons proceed- 
ing to South Africa has been increased 


, from one guinea to one and a-half guineas 


per diem with same allowances and 
gratuity. 
*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 


TO THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STAN ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): In regard 
to the first paragraph the civilian 
surgeons and veterinary surgeons em- 
ployed at home stations are paid at 
army rates and there is no intention of 
making any alteration in their pay. In 
regard to the second paragraph, medical 
officers belonging to the Militia and 
Volunteers are treated as officers under 
Army rules, while private medical prac- 
titioners are treated according to the 
terms on which they engage. 


ALLOWANCES TO CIVIL SURGEONS 
WITH THE FIELD FORCE. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that civil surgeons 
attached to the Field Force in South 
Africa do not receive Colonial allowance ; 
and, in view of the fact that the cost of 
living at the seat of war entails heavy 
expense, will he consider the expediency 
of increasing the_ allowances of these 
officers. 


*LorpD STANLEY: [ have nothing to 
add to the full reply given by my right 
hon. triend the Chiet Secretary to a ques- 
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tion on this subject put by my friend the | CHAIRS FOR MILITARY HOSPITALS 


Member for the Clapham Division on the 


ith August, 1900.7 


MILITIA NON -COMMISSIONED 
OFFICERS AND THE WAR. 


CapTaIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 


| 1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War if he will consider the advisability of 
replacing the barrack forms without 


| backs now used in the wards of military 


Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the Secretary hospitals by chairs, so that each patient 
of State for War if he will state whether | may have one chair. 


non-commissioned officers of Militia on 
active service in South 


to that rank ; and, if not, will he state 


why the se non-commissioned officers are | 


degraded after volunteering to go on 
active service. . 


*LorD STANLEY : Non-commissioned 
officers of Militia regiments which volun- 
teer to proceed to South Africa or else- 
where retain their Militia rank. The 
Militia Reservist who is called up under 
the Reserve Forces Act joins the Army 
in the rank of private unless he held the 
rank of non-commissioned officer on 
discharge from the Regular forces. 


LONDON SCOTTISH VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he will state whether 
the detachment of London Scottish 
Volunteers who sailed from Liverpool for 


, PURCHASES OF MUNITIONS 





the seat of war in South Africa on the | 


12th instant were enrolled on the under- 
standing that they would relieve the 
London Scottish Volunteer detachment 
which has been on service in South 
Africa for upwards of a year ; and, will 
this detachment return home so soon as 


the men now going out reach their 
destination. 

*Lorp STANLEY: The detachment 
inentioned sailed on the 12th instant. 


The company of Gordon Highlanders 
now in South Africa is intended to return 
when the new company arrives, but as | 
told the hon. Member before, it is not 
possible to say exactly when Lord 
Kitchener will be able to spare them. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the noble Lord 


answer the latter part of the question ? 


*Lorp STANLEY : I am not in a posi- 
tion to do so. 





+ See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxvii., p. 913, 
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Africa retain! *LoRD STANLEY: The question has 


their Militia rank and the pay attaching | 


been under consideration, but is not 
finally settled. 


OF WAR 
ABROAD. 

Mr. BATTY LANGLEY (Sheffield, 
Attercliffe): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office if he can state 
how much has been spent during the 
present financial year in purchasing 
foreign-made guns and munitions of ware 


*Lorp STANLEY: These figures can 
only be given when the accounts are 
made up. 


SWISS MILITARY SYSTEM. 

Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
ean furnish the House with such infor- 
mation as the War Office possesses with 
regard to the military system of Switzer 
land as is not of a confidential character 

Lorp STANLEY: The handbook of 
the Swiss Army published by the Intelli- 
gence Division of the War Office will give 
my hon. friend all the information he 
requires. The book can be obtained 
through any bookseller, and the price is 
sixpence. 

Mr. YERBURGH: In what year was 
the book published ? 

Lorp STANLEY: I cannot say, but 
I will show my hon. friend a copy. 

Mr. YERBURGH: Will the War 
Office issue it in a cheaper form, so that 
the general public may be able to study 
it ? 

Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir, I cannot 
undertake to do anything of the kind. 


SOLDIERS’ PENSIONS—CASE OF HENRY 
BEATTY, LATE 102npD FOOT. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co,, N.): I beg 

to ask the Secretary of State for War 


C 





67 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the case of a man named Henry 
Reatty, of the late 102nd Foot, who, 
after having been in the Army and Re- 
serve for twenty-one years and six days, 
was discharged from the Reserve on 
7th January, 1886, with a good conduct 
certificate ; whether he is aware that 
the greater part of Beatty's period of 


(Questions. 


service was spent in the East Indies, 
where he contracted fever and ague. 
the effect of which has been perma- 


nently to injure his health and render 
him ineapable of any work requiring 
much physical exertion; and, will he 
state whether Beatty is entitled to a 
pension, and, if so, to what pension ; 
and, if the man has not received it, will 
he explain on what ground it has been 
withheld. 


Lorp STANLEY: This man served 
thirteen years 193 days with the colours, 
which, under the terms of his engagement, 
did not entitle him to a pension. As 
he was discharged on the termination 
of his period of engagement, and not on 
account of any disability contracted 
while in the service, there is no regula- 
tion under which any grant can be made 
to him. 


MARK IV. BULLETS. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS © (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Financial 


Secretary to the War Office for what 
reason 4,500,000 Mark IV. bullets 
were recently broken up. 


Lorp STANLEY: As no more Mark 
IV. ammunition was to be made the 
bullets were useless, and were therefore 
broken up. 


Mr. WEIR: By what firms were the 
bullets made ! 


Lorp STANLEY: I am afraid that 
does not arise from the question on 
the Paper. 


H.M.S. “ST. VINCENT” AND 
“ BRITANNIA.” 
Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackman- 


nan and Kinross): I beg to ask the 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty whether he 


is aware that an outbreak of influenza 
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followed by pneumonia oceurred oy 
board H.M.S. “St. Vineent,” at Ports. 
mouth, last year owing to the contamina- 
tion of the site of her moorings, and 
that since the moorings have been 
dredged there has not been any similar 
outbreak on board the “St. Vincent” : 
can he state how long she was away 
from her moorings ; and will he cause 
the ~ Britannia * to be removed to other 
moorings, and not to be again moored 
in the same position until the site has been 
thoroughly dredged and the accumu- 
lation of filth for years removed. 


*THE SECRETARY to tHe ADML 
RALTY (Mr. ArNnoup-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): There was an outbreak of influenza, 
accompanied by lung and other affee- 
tions, on board the “St. Vincent” in 
1899. The ship was specially inspected 
at the time by the Medical Director 
General ; the whole question of her sani- 
tary condition was inquired into, and 
the ship was thoroughly overhauled. 
There was no evidence that the out- 
break was due to contamination at the 
site of the moorings. but the moorings 
were in fact dredged because it 
found that the ship touched the ground 
at low water. There has been no out- 
break of any importance since the date 
named. The “St. Vincent” left her 
moorings on the 6th July, 1900, and re- 
turned to them on the 20th Oetober. A 


Was 


committee, composed ot the — follow- 
ing gentlemen: Sir Henry Norbury 
(Medical Director (General), Professor 


Caulfield, Inspector General — Fisher, 
Fleet Surgeon May, has been engaged 
during the last two days in examining 
H.M.S. * Britannia “and making inquiry 
into all the circumstances likely to 
affect the health of the cadets. The 
committee hasnow terminated its inquiry, 
and its report is expected immediately. 
Until that report is received [| should 
prefer to postpone answering the last 
part of the hon. Member's question ; 
but I may say there is no reason to 
believe that there is any accumulation 
Britannia.” 


RETURN OF FLEETS. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 


shire, Forest of Dean): [ beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he can say 
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on what day he hopes that the Return of 
Fleets will be circulated to Members. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Re- 
turn is very voluminous, and I fear it 
will not be possible to circulate it for 
another week or so. 


IRELAND AND NAVAL CONSTRUC- 
TION. 

Mr. MCGOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can state how many of the 
twenty vessels which are in the course 
of construction for the Royal Navy are 
being built in Ireland ; how many of the 
thirty-three new vessels that are to be 
built in the coming financial year will be 
built in Ireland; how much of the 
£30,875,500 which it is proposed to spend 
on the Navy in the coming year will be 
paid by the people of Ireland ; and how 
much of this sum will be spent in Ireland ; 
and can he say what reasons, if any, exist 
why the Government should not establish 
adockyard at Cork or Dublin in which 
some of these vessels could be built, in 
rder that some of the money raised in 
Ireland should be spent there. 


*Mre. ARNOLD-FORSTER: None of 
the twenty vessels which are in course of 
onstruction for the Royal Navy are being 
built in Ireland, nor will any of the thirty- 
three new referred to in the 
question as being in course of construe- 
tion in the coming financial year, be built 
inthat country. No tender for the con- 
struction of ships for the Royal Navy has 
heen received trom any Irish firm. <A 
tender has been received trom an Irish 
frm for the construction of machinery. 
This tender has been accepted, and the 


vessels, 


engines are now being manufactured. | 
lt is impossible at present to state how 


much of the funds voted for the Navy 
will be spent in Ireland during the forth- 
coming year. The Admiralty are not 
aware what proportion of the sum which 
way be voted for the Navy will be paid 
by the people of Ireland. The interests 
of the Navy do not at present require 
the establishment of a dockyard at Cork 
or Dublin ; but I may remind the hon. 
Member that there is a Government 
dockyard at Haulbowline, and that the 
establishment of this dockyard, and the 
*xpenditure in connection with it, have 
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both been greatly inereased during the 
past year. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.) : Is any Irish 
firm entitled to tender for Government 
work ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Any firm 
which sends a requisition to be placed 
on the list of Government contractors 
has the application considered on_ its 
merits, and, if found suitable, is invited to 
tender. 


GAYA BAY, BRITISH NORTH BORNEO. 

Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether the First Lord 
of the Admiralty is aware that Gaya Bay, 
British North Borneo, affords excellent 
accommodation as a harbour and naval 
base; and, in view of the fact that coal 
is readily available, will he consider the 
expediency of having the district sur- 
veved with a view to the establishment 
of a nival station. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Admi- 
ralty are aware that Gaya Bay is a good 
anchorage, but it is not considered suit: 
able asa naval base, and it is not pro- 
posed to utilise it for that purpose. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND 
TRAVERS’ FOUNDATION, 

Sir JOHN LENG: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
the Board of Admiralty receives, in 
addition to the capital and -income 
account of Greenwich Hospital and 
Travers’ Foundation, annual reports on 
the administration of the hospital and 
foundation ; and, it so, whether these can 
be published along with the statements 
of the Finances. 


*Tue CIVIL LORD or tit ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PReTyMAN, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The affairs of the Greenwich 
Hospital and Travers’ Foundation are 
entirely under the management and 
control of the Admiralty, and an annual 
report on their administration is received. 
Such information as it is considered 
necessary to furnish is already published 
with the Estimates. ; 
RHODESIA—NATIVE LABOUR. 
Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire. 
Chesterfield) : | beg to ask the Secretary 
(2 
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of State for the Colonies whether he affecting labour in those parts of the 
has received information, through the West African dominions of His Majesty 


British South Africa Company, or from 
other sources, as to collisions at Salisbury 
last December between the British South 
Africa Police and natives imported from 
Somaliland for service in Rhodesia, and 
as to disturbances at Beira in January 
with other natives imported for similar 


service: and, if so, whether he will 
inform the House as to the facts: 
whether he will inform the House as to 
uny arrangements now in progress for 
obtaining native labour for Rhodesia 
from outside areas, which are within 


the knowledge of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, and have received or may be 
awaiting its approval ; and whether any 
reports have been received by the High 
Commissioner for South Africa trom the 
Resident Commissioner in R 
to the condition and treatment of natives 
in the British South Africa Company’s 
territory ; and, whether they will 
be communicated House. 


as 


hodesia 


it so, 


to the 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) [ have 
seen an account of the collision at Salis- 
bury on December in the Ihodesia 
Herald, and | am expecting a reply trom 
Sir A. Milner. As to the disturbance 

Beira, | would reter the hon. Member 
to the answer | gave to the hon. Member 
for Northampton yesterday. (2) The 
Administration of Southern Rhodesia 
have applied to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to obtain a the pro- 
hibition against native labour being intro- 
duced trom Portuguese East Africa. and 
His Majesty’s Government are in com- 
munication with the Portuguese Govern- 
ment on the subject. The question of 
obtaining labour from the Northern 
‘Transvaal, which is not possible for the 
moment in the disturbed state ot the 
country, is under consideration. (3) 
Such a report has been — received 
by Sir A. Milner, who will no doubt 
send it on as soon as the pressure ot 
work leaves him time to consider and 
comment upon it. 


Sst 


removal ot 


WEST COAST OF 
Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if he will consent to a 
Return of the laws and 


AFRICA—LABOUR 
S 





regulations 
| 


in which gold reefs are being worked. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The special 
laws affecting labour on the Gold Coast 
are the Master and Servant Ordinance. 
1893, the Slave Dealing Abolition and 
the Emancipation Ordinance of 1874, 
A copy of the laws of the Gold Coast 
will be placed in the Library. I cannot 
help thinking there must be some mis- 
conception of the answer | gave the other 


day, when I spoke of the ordinary law 
of the Gold Coast as seeming to me 
sufficient to deal with this case. I was 


not referring to any special law. 


Mr. CAINE: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware there are a great number of 
miners up and down the country, speci- 
ally in Cornwall, who being out of work 


in consequence ol the war in South 
Atrica, are looking to West Africa for a 
fresh sphere of employment, and are 


consequently anxious to know what are 
the conditions of labour obtaining there ! 
Would not a fuller statement on these 
laws be of value to them ? 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
think it is possible to furnish any such 
statement as to the special laws on the 
Gold Coast. 


TSSTAN AT 


TSIN. 


CHINA—ANGLO-RI DISPUTE 

TIEN 
BOLAND 
Under Secretary of 
Foreign Affairs whether the attention 
ot the Government has been called t 
what took place in China recently when 
the Russians objected to the construe 
tion of a railway siding by the British: 
whether General Burrow, Chief of th 
Staff. met the Russian objection — by 
ordering the construction of the siding 
to be completed, if necessary, by force ol 
arms, and had troops placed along the 
line while the work was continued 
whether the Russian General protested 
against this action ; and whether General 
Barrow acted under instructions. re 
ceived from His Majesty’s Government. 


S.): | bee t 


Mr. g 
State 


ask the 


(xerry. 
fol 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Haminton,® Middlesex. 
Ealing): I am informed that. some land 
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over which the North of China Adminis- 
tration have proprietary rights has been 
claimed by the Russian military autho- 
rities as belonging to them in virtue of a 
concession alleged to have been made to 
them by the Chinese Government when 
the disturbances commenced. I am in- 
formed that, consequently, some diffi- 
culties have arisen with regard to the 
construction of the sidings referred to 
in the question. The matter is being 
dealt with by the authorities on the 
spot, but not under any special instrue- 
tions from His Majesty's Government. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Arising out of this matter, may I 
ask the noble Lord whether in eases of 
dispute between the allied Powers in 
China British officers are entitled to 
threaten to use force without consulting 
the Home Government ? : 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: In reply to 
that question, | may say that right 
throughout the Chinese operations 
British officers have shown conciliation 
in meeting every difficulty. I do not 
therefore consider it necessary to send 
any special instructions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will the 
noble Lord kindly answer the latter 
part of the question and say whether 
General Barrow did threaten to use 
force of arms, and whether in so doing 


he acted on his own authority or on, 


the authority of the Home Government ? 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I do not 
know on what authority the hon. Mem- 
ber makes the statement. 

An Hon. MemBer: Reuter. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I think if he 
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CHINA—COST OF WARLIKE OPERA- 
TIONS. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg 


to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can state the estimated total 
cost up to the present date of the recent 
military and naval operations in China. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): I will do my best to answer this 
question, but I cannot be at all certain 
as to the accuracy of the answer. The 
estimated total cost of the military 
operations in China to the present date 
is three and a half millions in round 
figures. I am informed that at the 
present stage it is impossible to give an 
estimate of the total cost of the naval 
operations. 


EAST INDIA—PUBLIC WORKS 
DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 


to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he will grant the Return 
entitled East India (Petitions of Officers 
of Public Works Department). 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no 
objection to granting the Return, but a 
reference to India will be necessary to 
render it complete. 


INDIAN MILITARY OUTPOSTS. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
ot State for India whether he will state 
what military outposts were maintained 
at the close of 1898 beyond the frontiers 
of His Majesty’s Indian possessions ; 
whether he can give the aggregate 





strength of the garrisons by which 
these posts were held and the class of 
troops occupying them, and what was 
‘the estimated annual cost of the occupa- 
tion of these positions ; and whether he 
will state what is the present position 
as to the number, cost, and disposition 
;of troops holding these military out- 
The | posts. 


looks at the telegram he will see that 
all General Barrow has done has been 
to ensure the protection of people work- 
ing in territory belonging to a British 
company. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But—— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: 


Order, order! 


question on the Paper has been fully 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: There were 
in 1898 no military outposts maintained 
on the North-West Frontier outside the 
boundary of the Durand delimitation, 
and since the ratification of that Agree, 


answered. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 


eall attention to this matter on an early 
day. 
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ment the line so defined is held to be the 


external frontier of British India. 


CROPS IN) BOMBAY AND 


MADRAS, 

Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether he can 
give further information as to the con- 
dition of the winter crops in the Bombay 
Presidency and parts of Madras ; and 
whether he will state what steps are 
being taken to deal with a renewal of 
the distress. 


WINTER 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: In Bombay 
the autumn harvest was poor, and the 
area below the average; the 
spring crop prospects are bad throughout 
a large portion of the Presidency. In 
Madras the harvest is below the average 
to the extent of about 20 per cent. In 
Burma, Bengal. and Upper India the 
prospects are such that these provinces 
will have surplus food with which to 
supply the wants of those localities 
where the crops are poor. It is only in 
the Bombay Presidency that the cireum- 
stances are such as to make special relief 
measures necessary. The Government 
have provided tunds for this purpose, 
and are taking steps. according to the 
provisions of the Famine Codes, for 
carrying on and extending any relief 
operations which may be necessary. 


sown 


INDIAN MEMORIAL TO 
VICTORIA. 


Mr. CAINE: | beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether he will 
state what amount has been subscribed 
in India for a memorial-to Her late 
Majesty Queen Victoria ; and whether 
he can suggest to the Viceroy that this 
memorial should be such as to confer 
some permanent benefit upon the suffer- 
ing masses in India. 


QUEEN 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have re 
ceived no information as to the amount 
subscribed in India to 
memorials the memory of Her late 
Majesty. The matter is not an_ official 
one, and I could not interfere with the 
discretion of the subscribers as to the 
purpose to which their subscriptions 
should be put. 
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INDIAN FAMINE-—-PROVISION For 


ORPHANS. 
Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether he js 
aware that, owing to the mortality in 
the Bombay Presidency from famine 
and disease, numbers of orphans have 
been left entirely dependent upon 
charity ; and whether he will state what 
has been done to provide for these chil- 
dren, and what public funds have been 
allotted to the support of public and 
private orphanages. 
7A G. HAMILTON: Unhappily, 
orphans are left after every serious 
Indian famine. After the 1897 famine 
about six lakhs of rupees were set apart 
for the maintenance of orphans. Volumes 
I. and Il. of the Charitable Relief Fund 
Report describe at more length what was 
done. Briefly. it may be said that a 
vearly sum was provided trom Govern- 
ment or charitable funds for the support 
ot every really destitute orphan, whether 
the child was in the keeping of co-re- 
ligionists or of mission orphanages. | 
have no doubt similar arrangements will 
be made by the Government this year. 
; But I have not received and have not 
asked for a special report upon the sub- 


sORD 


“ect. 


SURAT DISTRICT LAND REVENUES. 


Mr. CAINE: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of State tor India whether he is 
aware that in the Surat District, out of a 
total of 95 per cent. of land revenue c¢ol- 
lected last year, 85 per cent. was received 
from the money-lenders and only 10 per 
cent. from the cultivators ; can he state 
under what authority the land revenue 
was received from money-lenders who are 
not in possession of the land, and what 
interest is exacted by the money-lenders 
from the cultivators for these advances; 
and whether, looking to the existing 
indebtedness of the cultivators, he will 
direct this practice to be abandoned. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The matters 
to which this question refers are being 
investigated by the Famine Commission. 
Until I receive the Report of the Com- 
mission and the opinion of the Govern- 
ment of India, | do not propose to take: 
any action. 


Questions. 76 





tc 


hi 
al 
of 


bu 


N] 





76 
FOR 


Secre- 
he is 
ity in 
amine 
have 
upon 
» what 
e chil- 
7 been 
e and 


rppily, 
eT1Ous 
amine 
apart 
slumes 
Fund 
at was 
hat a 
vern- 
ipport 
hether 
co-Te- 
res. | 
ts will 
year, 
re not 
e sub- 


UES, 
Secre- 
he is 
it of a 
ne col- 
ceived 
10 per 
> state 
venue 
ho are 
what 
enders 
inces ; 
‘isting 
e will 


d. 


atters 
being 
ission. 
Com- 
yvern- 
» take: 








i7 Questions. 
CHINA AND EARTHENWARE TRADES 
—NEW RULES. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether the proposed 
new rules for the china and earthenware 
trades were adopted on the advice of 
Protessors Oliver and Thorpe; and 
whether either of these gentlemen has 
had any practical experience of these 
trades, or have ever been personally 
engaged in the production of china or 
earthenware. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 


HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rrrcntr, 
Croydon): The rules were based on 
Reports made by Doctors Oliver and 


Thorpe. Dr. Thorpe has been specially con- 
sulted on the chemical questions which 
have arisen in drafting the rules. These 
gentlemen are not pottery manutac- 
turers: but they are experts in the 
scientific questions on which they were 
consulted. , 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he can state when 
he proposes to introduce the Bill to 
amend the Factory and Workshop Acts 
of which he has given notice. 


*\MIr. RITCHIE: [ am afraid not. 


Mr. 


Easter ? 


TENNANT: Will it be before 


*Mr. RITCHIE: Probably it will be, 
but [ cannot say absolutely. 


NEW CODE OF RAILWAY BYE-LAWS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether the New 
Code of Railway Bye-laws, which was 
submitted to the Board of Trade upwards 
of three years ago, and remitted to the 
railway companies with certain modifica- 
tions and suggestions, has again been 
submitted to the Board for confirmation ; 
and, if not, will he state the general 
tenor of the replies given by the rail- 
Way companies to the Board's repeated 
requests for the adoption of a’ satisfactory 
code of railway bye-laws. 
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Tut PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BaLrovr, 
Leeds, Central): As the House is aware, 
railway bve-laws are submitted to the 
Board of Trade by individual companies 
desiring to adopt them, and any con- 
firmation by the Board is a confirmation 
of a particular system of bye-laws so 
submitted. It is obviously desirable, 
however, that the bye-laws of the railway 
companies should be, as far as it is possible 
to make them, uniform ; and the Board 
of Trade have been using their best 
efforts to procure that there shall be sub- 
mitted to them a system of bye-laws, 
which may be discussed and accepted as a 
model code. Up to the present the 
Board of Trade have not succeeded in 
these negotiations. I am assured that 
there is no indisposition on the part of the 
companies to bring the matter to a con- 
clusion, and [ venture to hope that they 
will succeed in agreeing among them- 
selves as to a system of bye-laws sub- 
mitted either by an individual company 
or by the Railway Association, and which 
may be discussed with the representatives 
of the companies and other persons 
interested, with a view to their adoption 
as a model code. 


IMPORTS OF GERMAN-MADE 
BRUSHES. 

Mr. BATTY LANGLEY : I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if he 
can state what is the value of German- 
made brushes imported into this country 
during the year 1900; and whether he 
can say what quantity has been stopped 
or confiscated on the ground of being 
made by convict labour. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Brushes 
are included with brooms in the official 
trade accounts, and no separate particu- 
lars as to brushes are available. The 
total value of the imports of brooms and 
brushes from Germany in 1900 was 
£45,968. German-made brooms and 
brushes may reach this country via other 
countries, such as Holland and Belgium, 
and these would consequently be returned 
as importations from such countries. No 

‘imported German-made brushes appear 
‘to have been stopped or confiscated on 
the ground of being made by convict 
labour during the vear 1900. 
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ENGINE EXPLOSIONS ON THE | and the Paymaster General of His 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE Majesty’s Forces. It is not customary 


RAILWAY. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): 1 beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that the engine 676, which 
exploded on the Lancashire and York- 
shire Railway on the 11th instant, was 
reported on 28th January last as being 
detective, with tubes badly leaking, and 
that in consequence the driver had to give 
up the train of coal he was then working, 


for which he has been degraded to a | 


fireman’s place, at a reduction of 1s. per 
day in wages; and will he direct an 
inquiry to be held in this case. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
[ am not aware of any such report. If 
the hon. Member refers to a report made 
to the company by one of its officers, it 
would not come under my notice. I will, 
however, see that the inspecting officer 
who holds the inquiry into the accident 
shall have his attention directed to the 
allegation contained in the hon. Member’s 
question. 


CONSTITUTION OF THE 
TRADE. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he can state who are the 
members of the Board of Trade, excluding 
the Advisory or Consultative Committee, 
and irrespective of permanent officials ; 
whether those Members of the Board 
attend meetings. and how many such 


BOARD OF 


meetings have been held since he became | 
state 


president ; and whether he can 
what functions those Members are called 
upon to exercise. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
“ Board of Trade” means the Lords of 
the Committee for the time being of the 
Privy Council appointed for the consider- 
ation of matters relating to trade and 
foreign plantations. Under an Order in 
Council of 1786 these Lords include :— 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury, 
the First Lord of the Treasury, the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, His Majesty’s 
Principal Secretary of State, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, the Speaker of 


the House of Commons, and such Lords | 


as hold the following offices, namely : the 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, | 


to summon a meeting of all these 


members. 


Mr. 
Trade ever 
attend ? 


FIELD: Does the Board of 


meet ? If so, how many 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The Board 
of Trade does meet. The quorum con- 
sists of one—myself. * 


SCOTTISH 
BOARDS. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the President 

of the Board of Trade whether he is aware 

that the annual meeting of Associated 

Chambers of Commerce yesterday passed 

a resolution unanimously resolving that 

the constitution of Lighthouse Boards, 

particularly those of Ireland and Scotland, 
is unsatisfactory ; and whether he will 

support a private Bill or introduce a 

measure to reconstitute the Irish and 

Scotch Lighthouse Boards. 


IRISH AND LIGHTHOUSE 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : No copy 
of such a resolution has yet reached me. 
As I have more than once informed the 
hon. Member, His Majesty's Government 
do not, as at present advised, contemplate 
legislation dealing with the constitution 
ot the Irish and Scottish Lighthouse 
authorities. 


VACCINATION—LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
BOARD CIRCULAR. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether, 
having regard to the declaration of his 
predecessor in this House on the 20th 
of July, 1898, that the administration 
of a compulsory vaccination law would 
be neither necessary nor desirable, and 
the tacit promise of the same Minister on 
the same date that the Local Government 
Board would not do anything to interfere 





* Reference may be made to The Parlia- 
mentary History, Vol. xxi., page 233, for the 
discussions on Burke’s abortive * Establish- 
ment Bill” of 1780. The clause for abolishing 
theold Board of Trade was vigorously opposed, 
and passed through Committee by a majority 
of only eight. On page 241 one of Burke's 


| opponents traces the institution of councils or 


commissions of trade to very early times. 
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with the relations between vaccination 
ofticers and the guardians who employ 
and pay them, he will withdraw the 
circular issued by the Local Government 


Board. 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford): As the question of the hon. Mem- 
ber contains two distinct statements 
referring to myself, perhaps before it is 
answered I may be allowed to make a 
personal explanation. The hon. Member 
is new to thegHouse, and is probably not 
aware that I have repeatedly explained 
that the first statement alluded to refers 
solely to thefconcession made by the 
Government at that time. As to the 
second statement, I have repeatedly 
shown that both the statement and the 
inferences which are drawn from it are 
equally erroneous. 


*THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
LonG, Bristol, S.): My right hon. friend 
has dealt with the allegations contained 
in the question, and it only remains for 
me to say that I must decline to with- 
draw the circular. 


POST OFFICE--TWINE CONTRACT. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): | beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the  Post- 
master General, if he can say when the 
contract for twine supplied to the Post 
Office was last renewed, and the name 
of the present contractor ; whether he 
is a manufacturer of twine; whether 
the contract is for hemp twine, and 
whether that article is being supplied ; 
and when he again proposes to submit 
the contract for tender. 


*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AtUsTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): There are ten 
kinds of twine.’ string, and cord used by 
the Post Office, and supplies are obtained 


partly from the Prison Commissioners. 


and partly from two contractors, Messrs. 
Ullathorne and Co. and Mr. I. N. Lyons, 
the contracts with whom were made in 
1895 and are terminable by six months 
notice. Both are manufacturers of twine. 
The materials specified for the various 
kinds of twine, &e., are hemp, flax, and 
jute, and the supplies are carefully 
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tested on delivery to see that they eou 
form to specification. It is not con 
sidered desirable to invite fresh tenders 
at present. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Are the con- 
tracts of any other Department subject 
to similar conditions as to termination ? 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes’ 


Sir, many contracts are so determined. 


VALE OF CLWYD POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware of the inconvenience 
long felt by the residents of Denbigh and 
tuthin, and other places in the Vale of 
Clwyd, owing to the system by which the 
mail postal service is worked ; whether he 
isaware that the townot Denbighisserved 
by a mail cart, which is drivea all the 
way from Denbigh to Rhyl, caling en 
route at Treinant, St. Asaph, and Rhud- 
dlan, and travelling along a road which 
most of the distance runs alongside the 
line of the London and North Western 
tailway Company from Denbigh to 
Rhyl ; whether he is further aware that 
letters from Ruthin are similarly driven 
in a mail cart from Ruthin over the 
mountain to Mold, and from Mold on 
to Flint, although there is a railway 
connection from Ruthin to Chesterjeither 
via Rhyl or vid Mold ; whether he can 
state the reason why this system, in 
vogue previous to the opening of the 
railway connections between the London 
and North Western Railway main line 
and the Vale of Clwyd, is perpetuated ; 
and whether, seeing that these railway 
facilities for the carrying of the mails 
from these towns are. and have long 
been, available, he will. in the public 
interest, take steps for securing a more 
expeditious transference of the mails in 
the district referred to. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
night mails for and from Ruthin and 
Denbigh are conveyed by mail cart in 
the manner described by the hon. Member 
ber. There are no trains at present 
running which could be used for that 
service, and when the railway company 
were last communicated with on the 
subject they were not willing to put on 
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trains at suitable hours except for a pay- 


ment considerably greater than the 
service warranted. As, however, some 


vears have elapsed since the matter was 
last inquired into, the Postmaster General 
has given instructions for renewed in- 
quiry to be made, and he will communi- 
cate the result to the hon. Member as 
soon as possible. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: Has the 
hon. Gentleman received information 
that since this question was put down 
there has, owing to an accident. been 


; 


another delay of one and a half hours ? 


*\Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, 
Sir. But it is not merely to mail carts 
that accidents happen. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: But is 
not the hon. Gentleman aware that 
these accidents and delays frequently 
occur ? 

*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN :: I 


am not aware of that. 


ASSISTANTS OF CUSTOMS. 

Mr. JOHN GORDON (Londonderry, 
S.): L beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he is aware that the 
promise made by his predecessor on 
31st July last, that the outdoor officers 
promoted to the grade of Assistants of 
Customs, who did practically the same 
work in their former posts. would have 
that fact recognised by being placed at a 
higher point in the scale of salary assigned 
to Assistants of Customs, has not been 
fulfilled, and that these otticers have been 
informed that no further recognition 
must be looked for ; and if he will state 
why this promise has not been fulfilled, 
and whether he will take measures to see 
that it is carried out. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Yes, Sir, [ am aware of the promise 
made by my right hon. friend that the 
men who, before they were appointed to 
the new class of Assistants of Customs, 
had as outdoor officers been doing work 
equal to that of the new class, should 
count the time during which they had 
done such work and take their position 
in future in the scale of the new class 
accordingly. Steps were at once taken 
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to carry out this promise. After careful 
consideration it was decided to allow 
them to count all time in excess of three 
years served as outdoor officers as if it 
were time spent on duties equal to that 
of the new class, and that to give effect to 
the promise made each of the officers 
affected should be placed at the point 
which he would have reached if he had 
become an assistant on the completion 
of three years service as outdoor officer. 
On applying this rule to the individual 
cases it was found that owing to a special 
concession made to this class of officer in 
March, 1897, the benefit of the con- 
cession promised by my right hon. friend 
was already enjoved in practice by the 
whole of the staff concerned with some 
few very slight and temporary excep- 
tions. not amounting in most cases to 
more than a few shillings. I have diree- 
ted that in all these cases the difference, 
whatever it is, shall be paid to the officers 
concerned ; and when this has been done 
the promise of my right hon. friend will 
have been completely fulfilled. 


DISMISSALS—CASE OF MR. CARELESS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that Mr. Careless, a 
post office sorter, has recently been dis- 
missed, after sixteen years good conduct 
service, on a charge of stealing and cash- 
ing a postal order value 8s. 6d.; that 
Mr. Careless denies the charge and de- 
mands to be prosecuted so that he may 
prove his innocence ; that the post office, 
though they have deducted the 8s. 6d. 
from his pay, refuse to prosecute him ; 
and whether it is in accordance with the 
rules of the public service to dismiss an 
old official for stealing, deduct the loss 
from his wages, and yet refuse to prose- 
cute him when he demands to be tried 
to prove his innocence. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
In reply to the hon. Member I have to 
state that Mr. Alfred Charles Careless, 
late a sorter attached to the Circulation 
Branch at the chief office was recently 
dismissed by the Postmaster General, as 
he was of opinion that Mr. Careless was 
not a fit person to be retained in the 
service. The Postmaster General is un- 
able to admit the principle thet he is 
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hound to prosecute a post office servant 
for an alleged irregularity before dis- 
missing him. The Postmaster General 
must in the interest of the public service 
exercise a discretion in such matters. 


Mr. BARTLEY: May I ask whether 
this sorter was dismissed not for irregu- 
larity and unsuitability. but for absolute 
stealing ? Was not the money said to 
have been stolen deducted from his wages, 
and has he not asked to be prosecuted 
for stealing in order to be may have 
an Opportunity of proving his innocence ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There was a deduction made as stated in 
the question. The reply given to me by 
the Postmaster General is that which J 
have read. It savs that Mr. Careless 
was dismissed because the Postmaster 
General did not think him a fit person 
to be retained in the service. If Mr. Care- 
less considers himself aggrieved he has his 
remedy against the Postmaster General, 
who cannot undertake to order a prosecu- 
tion in every case in which he feels it 
necessary to dispense with anyone’s 
service. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will the Postmaster General defend the 
action if one is brought ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


I must ask for notice of that. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
In view of precedents recently set by 
another Department. cannot this man. 
who is unfit for service at home. be sent 
to Gibraltar ? 


| No answer was returned. | 


COMPULSORY RETIREMENT 
THE CIVIL SERVICE. 
Sir GEORGE NEWNESS (Swansea 
Town): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he can state the 
objections, if any, to assimilating the age 
fixed for the compulsory retirement of 
officials from the Post Office. and Inland 
Revenue, and Customs Departments 
respectively ; and will he take steps 
for the assimilation in future of the 
practice of these Departments. 


FROM 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 


Orders in Council while making retire- 
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| ment compulsory at the age of sixty-fives 

leave it to the discretion of heads of 
departments to call upon their officers 
to retire at sixty if they see fit. The 
Treasury think it important to maintain 
the discretion and responsibility thus 
vested in the heads of Departments, and 
they are not prepared to interfere with 
the existing practice. 


AVOCH HARBOUR. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is aware that one side of the 
harbour of Avoch, Ross-shire, has been 
entirely swept away, and that apart 
from this the harbour is in a bad state 
of repair; is he aware that during a 
storm a year ago several boats inside 
the harbour belonging to fishermen of 
the district were completely wrecked ; 
and will he state who is responsible for 
'the maintenance of the harbour. and 
what steps he proposes to take in order 
to secure the repair of the harbour. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): 1 am 
informed by the Fishery Board that the 
answer to the first paragraph of the hon. 
Member's question is in the negative, 
and to the second in the affirmative. 
and in reply to the third | may point 
out that the Secretary for Scotland has 
no source of information not equally 
open to the hon. Member himself, and 
no means of securing the repair of the 
harbour as seems to be suggested by the 
hon. Member. 


HOSPITAL ACCOMMODATION IN THE 
HIGHLANDS AND ISLANDS OF 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether, in view of the difficulty 
experienced in securing suitable hospital 
accommodation in the poorer districts of 
the Highlands and Islands of Scotland, 
he will consider the expediency of in- 
troducing legislation such as will provide 
for the establishment and maintenance 
of hospitals in congested areas. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Secretary for Scotland would not be 
disinclined, should a favourable oppor- 
tunity present itself, to amend the 
Congested Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897, 








io 2) 


7 Questions. 


in one or two respects, and in this event 
he will consider whether the point 
mentioned in the hon. Member's question 
can be provided for. 
CONGESTION IN THE ISLAND OF 
LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advoeate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland has received a petition from the 
Landward Committee of the Stornoway 
Parish Council calling attention to the 
congested condition of the Island of Lewis 
and the consequent evils arising there- 
from ; and will he state whether the 
Congested Districts Board have made 
any efforts to secure land in Lewis, at 
places other than in the Point District, 
suitable for new holdings ; and if so, will 
he give particulars. 


*MrR. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
answer to the first portion of the hon. 
Member's question is in the affirmative. 
The answer to the second portion is also 
in the aftirmative. namely at Aignish, 
Gress and Croir. 


Mr. WEIR: What is the 


of land sought to be secured ! 


acreage 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I can- 


not answer that without notice. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT RULES 
AND ORDERS. 

Mr. CLANCY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can explain why the 
further Return of rules or orders made 
or issued under or in consequence of 
the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 
1898, which was promised on the 20th 
July last vear by his predecessor, has 
not since been laid upon the Table of 
the House. 


IRISH 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can say 
when the rules and orders of the Local 
Government Board (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 360, of 
Session 1899), promised last year, will 
be issued. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE-| 
LAND (Mr. 


Wynpuam, Dover): The 
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Return was laid on the Table and 
ordered to be printed in August last. 
The rules and orders are ready for 
press, but there has been unavoidable 
delay in the preparation of the index, 
This has now been completed, and the 
Return will be distributed at an early 
date. 


IRISH DAIRY INDUSTRIES. 

Mr. O*MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the De- 
partment of Agriculture is aware that all 
dairies must be registered, and that all 
preservatives except common salt are 
prohibited for butter in Denmark ; and 
further that in the same country pasteur- 
isation of milk has recently been made 
compulsory in all dairies with the objects 
of preventing the spread of contagious 
disease, of improving the flavour of butter, 
and of increasing keeping qualities of 
same; and whether he contemplates 
introducing legislation dealing with any 
of these matters in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are as 
stated in the question. In Ireland all 
dairies from which milk is sold to the 
public, as well as all co-operative dairies 
in which butter is manufactured, are 
registered. With regard to preserva- 
tives, the Department of Agriculture 
thinks it advisable to await the report 
of the Committee appointed by the 
English Loeal Government Board to 
inquire into the use of preservatives in 
food, before expressing an opinion on the 
question of special legislation on the 
subject. As regards the pasteurisation, 
the Department is prepared to make 
advances upon favourable terms to en- 
able owners of dairies to erect pasteurising 
plant, but it does not, at present, consider 
that legislation making pasteurisation 
compulsory is required. 


LABOURERS COTTAGES AT BIRR. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that out of forty-five applications 
for labourers’ cottages in the Birr No. 1 
Rural District, and jpproved of by that 
District Council. only seven were passed 
by the Loeal Government Board ; and 
whether, when the next inquiry for the 


p 
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erection of labourers’ cottages in that 
union is held, some inspector other than 
that who has recently reported will be 
sent to take the evidence and report upon 
it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are 
correctly stated in the first paragraph. 
The rejection of so many applications 
was due to the careless manner in which 
the scheme was prepared, the provisions 
of the Act in some respects having been 
wholly disregarded. The inspector who 
held the inquiry is one ot the most 
experienced officers of the Board, and 
[ cannot give the undertaking asked in 
the second paragraph. 

IRISH CONGESTED — DISTRICTS 

RETURN. 

Mr. THOMAS OCDONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chiet Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of trelend whether 
he will grant the Return respecting 
Congested Districts (Ireland). which 
stands on to-day’s Paper.’ 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not possible 
to give the information indicated under 
all the headings of this Return. But | 
have collected together as much as is 
procurable, and will forward it to the hon. 
Member privately, as soon as it has been 
tabulated. 


BELFAST PAUPER GRAVEYARDS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chiet Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether complaints have been 





The following is the Return alluded to: 
Congested Districts (lreland).— Return show- 
ing (1) total rateable value of the Convested 
District portion of county Kerry ; (2) total area 
and population of same; (3) total amount 
of money expended in Kerry by the 
Congested Districts board since the passing of 
the Act of IS91; (4) how and when has such 
money been expended; (5) has the money 
available for the purposes of the Act been 
distributed in accordance with Seetion 36, sub- | 
section 3 of the Purchase of Land Act, 1891, | 
which says that the money be apportioned | 
between the Congested Districts Counties in | 
proportion to their population ; (6) total | 
amount which under this section should since | 
the passing of the Act be paid to Kerry ; (7) | 
how many estates in Kerry have been listed | 
for sale under the 40th section of the Land | 
Act of 1896; (8) how many of sueh estates 
have the Congested Districts Board en- 
deavoured to purchase ; (9) what is the cause 
of the delay in the sale of such estates to the 
tenants, 
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made to the Local Government Board 
as to the overcrowded condition of the 
pauper graveyard, Belfast ; can he say 
what is its area; and has any record 
been kept of the number interred ; is he 
aware that the medica! ofticer of health 
condemns it as insanitary and that there 
are a number of working men’s houses 
in close proximity to the graveyard, and 
will he cause inquiry to be made into 
this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The area of the 
workhouse cemetery is about two and a 
half acres, and a record is kept. The 
medical officer of health has not con- 
demned the cemetery as insanitary ; 
dwelling houses have been erected in 
the neighbourhood. The Local Govern- 
ment Board has been in correspondence 
with the guardians on the subject of 
providing additional accommodation, and 
the Boaid understands that the guar- 
dians are now taking steps to this end. 


PH(ENIX PARK, DUBLIN—USE FORK 
MILITARY PURPOSES. 

Mr. PATRICK OBRIEN: | beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
military authorities im Dublin have 
made any request that an extended 
area of Phoenix Park should be placed 
at their service for military training 
operations ; if so, what further portions 
of the park were asked for, and what 
further portions, ii any, have been given 
for military purposes: and will he take 
care that no turther encroachment: are 
made upon the areas ot the park used 
by the public for amusements. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The correspon- 
dence referred to dealt mainly with 
access by a shorter route to the fifteen 
acres, and to certain tacilities for prac- 
formations over wider 
areas. No encroachment will be mad 
on areas used for games. 


OMAGH DISTRICT CEMETERY. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) : 
[ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant ot Ireland whether he 
is aware that a loan for the purpose ot 
providing a cemetery for the district 
of Omagh%was sanctioned in the year 
1899, and an instalment£of £1,000 for 
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warded in September, 1899, to the 
Omagh Rural District Council, and that 
the amount expended by the council 
to the Ist April, 1900, was £2,077, on 
which date the control of the cemetery 
was transferred to the Omagh Urban 
Council, thus leaving a balance due to 
the rural district council of £1,077; 
and, having regard to the fact that the 
several applications to the Local Govern- 
ment Board for the payment of this 
£1,077 remain unanswered to the detri- 
ment of the rural council, which is 
responsible to the Ulster Bank for this 
sum with interest at the rate of four 
per cent., will he state the cause of 
delay, and when the money will be 
forwarded. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The figures are 
correctly stated in the first paragraph. 
No applications to the Local Govern- 
ment Board tor payment of the sum 
of £1,077 remain unanswered. The 
Board approved of the issue of a further 
instalment of £800 to the Urban Couneil 
in October last. The question of the ad- 
justment of the liabilities of the Urban and 
Rural District Council is still unsettled. 
The authorities have agreed to refer the 
matters in dispute for settlement by an 
adjusting officer of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and until the formal agree- 
ment to this effect is before the Board 
at cannot take any action in the matter. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN: | bee to ask 
the Chiet Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, seeing that 
although the extended time allowed by 
the Local Government Board Order 
for closing the old burial ground at 
Omagh expired on Ist March, the new 
cemetery is not ready to receive inter- 
ments nor is it likely to be ready for 
several months. he will advise the Local 
Government Board to still further 
extend the time of closing the Drumragh 
burial ground. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Jf such an appli- 
eation be made to the Board by the 
local authority, the period will be ex- 
tended. 


ROXBORO ROAD SCHOOL. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : | beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
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ant of Lreland whether he is aware that 
the Roxboro Road School premises are 
let to Rev. Canon Greg as tenant from 
year to year, in contravention of the 
terms of the Act. vesting them in the 
trustees, in the several schemes drawn 
up by the Educational Endowment Com- 
mission and agreed to on the part of 
foman Catholics and Protestants, that 
the value of these premises when realised 
should be devoted to the interests of 
education in Limerick; and 
intend to take any steps to secure this 
endowment for the people of Limerick. 


does he 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The justices acted 
within their powers in letting these 
premises to Dean Greg, not in contra 
vention of the statute, as stated in the 
question. The several schemes having 
fallen through, owing to the objection 
raised to them, nothing cat now be done 
without legislation, as the powers of the 
Commissioners are spent. 


Mr. JOYCE: So there is no law to pre- 
vent such trust funds being diverted fron: 
the purposes for which they were created ! 
Are we in Ireland to be governed by no 


) 


law founded on fair play and justice ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! 
SHILLELAGH UNION TROUBLES. 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 

W.): [ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 

the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 

give the names of the witnesses summoned 
by Dr. Flinn on behalf of Nurse Joyce 
in connection with the recent Local 

Government Board inquiry at  Shille- 

lagh ; also the names of those witnesses 

who gave evidence for Nurse Joyce, and 
of those who did not give evidence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [ am communi- 
cating the information desired in the 
question to the hon. Member privately. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I do not 
want the information privately. ‘This 
is a matter of great importance, concern- 
ing as it does a medical officer of the Local 
Government Board, so I will put the 
question on Monday. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: A long list of 


names can convey nothing to the House. 
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Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: It is not’ 


along list. There are only eight names. 
J want them published. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not object 


to reading the names. 


THOMASTOWN PETTY SESSION AL 
BENCH. 

Mr. O'MARA: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland what is the number of Protest- 
ant and the number of Roman Catholic 
magistrates in Thomastown petty  ses- 
sions district; whether he is aware 
that for twenty years no Roman Catholic 
magistrate was appointed in this district, 
and that 95 per cent. of the population 
are Roman Catholics ; and whether any 
steps will be taken to remedy this griev- 


ance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The numbers are 
eight and none respectively. There is 
no information which would enable me 
to reply to the second and third para- 
graphs of the question. The Lieutenant 
of the county and the Lord Chancellor 
will be prepared to consider the names of 
any gentlemen recommended to them by 
the hon. Member. 


THOMASTOWN SANITATION, 

Mr. OMARA: | beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
[reland if a resolution has been received 
from Thomastown Rural District Coun- 
cil, by the Loeal Government Board, 
asking them to send their medical and 
engineering inspectors to visit Thomas- 
town and report on sanitation of same ; 
whether he is aware that the medical 
ofticer of health reperted twelve months 
ago some portions of Thomastown as 
dangerous to the public health; and 
whether he can give any assurance that 
Local Government Board inspectors will 
visit and report in the near future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It forms no part of 
the duty of the Local Government 
Board’s engineers to advise local autho- 
rities in the manner suggested ; the 
Rural Council should employ a compe- 
tent engineer. The medical officer of 
health reported some time ago in favour 
of an improved scheme of drainage. 


The Beard will communicate with the. 
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Council shortly on the subject, and will 
instruct one of their medical inspectors 
to attend and give the Council any as- 
sistance in his power. 


POISONING SALMON SPAWNING 


GROUNDS. 

Mr. CARVILLE (Newry): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he is aware of a 
practice in some parts of the west coast 
of Ireland ot poisoning the spawning 
resorts with pounded makkinbwee, to 
the injury of the salmon industry ; and 
that the fishermen and their families, 
some 300 souls, resident on the island of 
Rossmore in the Kenmare river, complain 
that by reason of this poisoning their 
chief soruce of living is reduced and 
imperilled ; and whether, seeing that 
at petty sessions detected persons have 
been frequently fined without bringing 
redress, he will consider what other step 
can be taken to put a stop to the practice 
complained of. 

ihe 

Mr. WYNDHAM : — Considerable 
damage is done to the salmon fisheries 
in soine parts of Ireland by the poison- 
ing of rivers with the plant indicated 
in the question (Kuphorbia Hibernica). 
The plant grows in great profusion, and it 
is very difficult to detect persons actually 
putting it in the water. The Irish 
Inland Fisheries Commissioners in their 
recent Report recommended some amend- 
ments in the law with a view to dealing 
with this offence, and these reeommenda- 
tions are now engaging the attention of 
the Department of Agriculture. 


IRISH BOARD OF WORKS 


MANSHIP. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary tothe Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Chairman of 


CHAIN- 


‘the Board of Works, Lreland, has resigned 


and whether his resignation has been 
accepted ; whether any appointment has 
yet been made to the office ; and, if so, 
whether he can say who has been ap- 
pointed, and what are his qualifications 
for the office. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the “hon. 
Member will repeat this question on 
Monday, and address it to my right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury. 








95 (Juestions. {COMMONS} Questions. 96 
STEW ARTSTOW N—ST. PATRICK’S DAY THE WEXFORD LOCAL GOVERN. 


MEETING. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether it has come to 
his knowledge that arrangements have 
been made to hold a public meeting on the 
18th instant in the vicinity of Stewarts- 
town, County Tyrone, to commemorate 
the national festival of Ireland; is he 
aware that, notwithstanding the fact that 
a number of people would require to 
pass into and through the town to attend 
the meeting, the local magistrates have 
issued a proclamation forbidding exeur- 
sionists to pass through Stewartstown on 
Monday next; and whether this action 
of the magistrates will be reviewed and 
cancelled. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The promoters of 
the meeting have been warned that it 
eannot be allowed in the town. because 
it would undoubtedly lead to a riot ; but 
if it is held outside the town no inter- 
ference with it will be permitted; nor 
will persons be prevented from passing 
through the town to take part in it, so 
long as nothing in the nature of a proces- 
sion is formed within the town. The 
magistrates’ action will be supported. 

Mr. DOOGAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the local magis- 
trates have issued a proclamation (I 
have it here) absolutely forbidding the 
meeting ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The meeting can- 
not be allowed in the town, but it may 
take place outside. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Why 
should the meeting be allowed imme- 
mediately outside the town but not 
in it ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: It is a matter of 
police precautions. Meetings of this 
kind sometimes lead to trouble. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): If the 
meeting is held outside the town will the 
proclamation be withdrawn ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The proclamation 
only refers to the town. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Will the 
Orangemen in the town be confined to 
barracks on the day ? 


[No answer was given. } 


MENT APPEAL. 

Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether. in 
view of the decision of the Court of Appeal 
in the county Wexford case, in reference 
to the action of the Local Government 
Board, in increasing the salaries of certain 
county officials, he will instruct the Local 
Government Board to hold an inguiry 
in the county Fermanagh on the matter 
of such increases in said county. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The orders made in 
the case of the secretary and one assistant 
surveyor were brought into the Court of 
Kings Bench. In the case of the secre- 
tary an agreement was arrived at with 
the county council. In the case of the 
assistant surveyor the conditional order 
was discharged, and that <lecision was not 
appealed against ; consequently all the 
orders remain in force, and there appears 
to be no power to withdraw the orders 

i or to re-open the question. 


GREYSTONES PIER AND HARBOUR. 
Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): [ beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a sum of over £20,000. was 
expended on the erection of a pier and 
harbour at Greystones, county Wicklow ; 
that the county surveyor inspected the 
works in January, 1896, and reported 
several detects in the works; that the 
Board of Works issued a warrant in 
July, 1896, transferring the pier and 
harbour in an incomplete condition to 
the grand jury of the county Wicklow, 
and that the county surveyor reported 
to the grand jury again in March, 1897, 
that nothing had been done to the works 
since his report in January, 1896, and 
that he found them in a state of partial 
ruin and positively dangerous; and 
whether, seeing that the grand jury in 
the same year passed a resolution that 
owing to the condition of the Greystones 
Harbour they declined to accept any 
responsibility in connection with it or 
to appoint a harbour master, and that 
the ratepayers of the barony of Rathdown 
are charged with an annual payment 
ot £68 for this work, and having regard to 
the expenditure of public money in this 
| case, the Board of Works will take the 
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necessary steps to put the pier and | 


harbour into proper condition, and 
enable the county council to take charge 
of the harbour for the benefit of the 
locality. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The statements 
in the first paragraph are generally 
correct, except that I am unable to say 
whether the county surveyor in January, 
1895, made a report to the late grand 
jury on the subject. With reference to 
the inquiry at the conclusion of the 
question, I can only say at present that 
the Irish Government is in communica- 
tion with the Treasury in this and other 
similar matters. 


SALE OF THE DILLON ESTATE, 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S8.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the legal 
proceedings in connection with the sale 
ot the Dillon estate by the Congested 
Districts Board to the tenants, in which 
a hitch has arisen in consequence of the 
reservation of sporting rights ; in whose 
interest’ has this reservation been  pro- 
posed ; is he aware that one of the mem- 
bers of the Land Commission has retused 
to sanction the advance of public money 
on account of this reservation, and that 
iurther proceedings have been initiated 
by the Congested Districts Board for the 
purpose of insisting on the reservation 
against the wishes of the tenants ; and 
whether it is intended by the Board to 
insist on the insertion of the reservation 
clause in the agreements, and so jeopar- 
lise the proposed sale. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The matters re- 
ferred to in this question are down for 
hearing before the Land Commission 
Court. Lam, therefore, precluded from 
commenting on them. 


LESLIE v. JUSTICES OF MONAGHAN. 
Me. T. M. HEALY: I beg to 
wk the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that, at the October Sessions 
ot last year, at Monaghan, Henry K. 
leslie, agent for the Karl of Dartrey. 
applied for a transfer of a licence to sell 
spirituous liquors by retail, which was 
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opposed by a parishioner and refused 
on the grounds of unfitness and in- 
convenience of the premises, unfitness 
of the applicant, and of his not being in 
bona fide occupation of the premises, 
and that the Queen’s Bench Division 
upheld this decision; can he explain 
why the police did not officially object 
te the application, as the sergeant of the 
district. when called by the objector, 
swore that the premises were ineapable 
of proper police supervision, and deposed 
to the unfitness and inconvenience of 
the premises ; and in view of the fact 
that Mr. Leslie is again applying tor 
a licence on 26th March, will instructions 
be given to the police to officially oppose 
the granting of the licence. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
Betore my right hon. friend answers the 
question will he let me ask if this Mr. 
Leslie is carrying on business as a publi- 
can although he was refused a licence 
by the licensing authorities ? If so, will 
he tell the HLlouse under what authority 
he is doing so. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): At the request of my right hon. 
friend [ will reply to this question. The 
facts stated in the first paragraph are 
substantially correct. The house re- 
ferred to has been licensed and managed 
for many vears by a tenant of Lord 
Dartrey. On the death of this tenant 
Mr. Leslie, on behalf of his prineipal. 
paid the executors of the deceased 
tenant a sum of £400 for their interest 
in the premises and applied for a transfer 
of the licence to himself until he could 
procure another tenant. The alleged 
unfitness in the premises consisted in 
its distance from the police barrack, 
though that was the same as it had 
been for many years during the lifetime 
otf the deceased publican. And the 
alleged unfitness of the applicant, who 
was a most respectable gentleman, con- 
sisted in the fact that he would not 
reside on the premises and could not 
personally superintend the business. 
These were technical legal questions not 
justifying police intervention. The reply 
to the last paragraph is in the negative. 
With regard to the supplementary 
question, Mr. Leslie would have been 
required to serve notice of twenty-one 
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days before 12th January, and as the 
decision of the Court of the Queen’s 
Bench was not given until the 21st 
December, time did not permit of the 
notice being given for hearing in 
January. Application for the new licence 
will be made on 26th March, and pend- 
ing that the Excise authorities have 
granted a permit to Mr. Leslie to carry 
on the business. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I have in my 
hand a letter from the Excise authori- 
ties, in which they say they are acting 
on the recommendation of the Irish 
Government. Am I to understand that 
the Irish Government claim a right in 
licensing matters to override the decisions 
of the licensing authority confirmed by 
the Court of the Queen’s Bench in cases 
in which the applicant is the agent of 
the Irish landlord ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : No, Sir. The lrish 
Government claim no such authority, 
and it was hardly necessary for the hon. 
Gentleman to ask the question or for me 

answer it. The hon. Member is 
entirely in error in supposing that the 
Irish Executive have given any directions 
in the matter. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I have the 
authority of the Excise people for saying 
that they have. 


Mr. CAINE: Is or is not Mr. Leslie 
keeping a shebeen ! 

Mr. ATKINSON: If the hon. Mem- 
ber takes any pleasure in calling it that, 
he is. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Is there any 
statute enabling the Excise authorities 
to grant licences which have been 
refused both by the local Bench and the 
Court of Appeal ! 


Mr. ATKINSON : It is not my duty 


to answer that. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: For the in- 
formation of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer 1] give notice that on the 
Inland Revenue Vote I shall call atten- 
tion to this illegal action of the Excise 
authorities. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is it not the 
duty of the Attorney General to prose. 
cute in these cases of illegality / 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, 


order ! 
IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT—ROAD 

LENGTH LIMITS. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary. 
Mid): I beg to Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland whether the Loca} 
Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, or any 
ot the Orders in Council made in con. 
nection therewith limit the length of 4 
road which may be formulated in one 
proposal by a district council and accepted 
by a county council ; and, if so, can he 
state the provisions of the Act. or the 
Order which so limits the length of the 
road. 


Mr. ATKINSON: i am not 
of any provision in the Act or Orders 
providing specifically for the length 
of a road, in reference to which a proposal 
may be formulated. 


ask 


aware 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT RULES 
AND ORDERS. 

Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath. N.): | 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland whether he is aware that. under 
the Local Government Board Order of 
9th May, 1899, a petition to the judge ot 
assize, pursuant to Section 10 (3) of the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, 
to be heard at the spring assizes cannot 
be lodged sooner than the 15th Feb 
ruary, while under the rules of court. 
dated 13th May, 1899, the clerk of the 
Crown and peace cannot enter a petition 
for hearing at spring assizes held on 
Ist March unless lodged by 13th Feb- 
ruary ; and whether he can state whol 
responsible for this blunder in drafting. 
and what steps will be taken to give effect 
to the Act of Parliament dealing with 
this matter. 

Mr. ATKINSON: There is a_ poss: 
bility of the hitch pointed out in the 
question in where the spring 
assizes open on the Ist March, but [ an 
not aware that any inconvenience has 
as yet been experienced. The orders 
were made by the Local Government 
Board, the rules by the judges of the 
Superior Court. I have already taken 
steps to have the matter reconsidered 
by the authorities. 


Cases 





ito 
th 


tic 
ha 
no 


’ 


ash 
wh 
in 

Sol 
Ra 
‘is ( 
goc 
par 
me 
rat 
is t 
ind 
the 
mos 
rail 
to @ 
ness 
for 
the 
Kill 
inju 
thes 
quit 


100 
ot the 
prose- 


-ROAD 


perary, 
torney 

Loeai 
or any 
n con- 
h of a 
in one 
‘cepted 
can he 
or the 
of the 


aware 
Orders 
length 
roposal 


ULES 


N29 
ral for 
under 
‘der ot 
idge ol 
ot the 
LS98, 
cannot 
Feb 
court. 
ot the 
yetition 
eld on 
h Feb- 
who ls 
aifting. 
e effect 


¢ with 


possl- 
in the 
spring 
t | am 
ce has 
orders 
‘nment 
ot the 
taken 
sidered 





101 Questions, 


{15 Marcw 1901} 


(Juestions. 102 


Mr. KENNEDY: Did not a case of | to have such railway charges arranged 


the kind actually oceur at the recent | 


assizes at Trim ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question on the Paper has been fully 
answered. 


Mr. KENNEDY: Then I give notice 
that I will put anoether down. 


COT- 
OF 


LABOURERS’ 
MEMBERSHIP 


MCCUPIERS OF 
TAGES AND 
PUBLLC BOARDS. 
Mr. OMARA: IJ beg to ask Mr. Attor- 


| &e., 


equitable basis. 


GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand the hon. Member is not correct 
in his facts, and I refer him to Section 
38 of the Great Southern and Western, 
Act, 1900. I am also informed 


on an 


Mr. 


‘that none of the company’s goods rates 


ney General tor Ireland whether, con- 


sidering the decision of the King’s Bench 
with reference to occupiers of labourers’ 
cottages being entitled to sit on public 
hoards, steps will be taken to reinstate 
Johnson Magee, an occupier of a labourer’s 
cottage, who was returned by a majority 
for Jerpoint electoral division, Thomas- 
town Union, and who was compelled 
to resign in consequence of a letter from 
the Local Government Board. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The person men- 
tioned has resigned. His resignation 
has, I believe, been accepted. There is 
no power to reinstate him in his office. 


IRISH RAILWAY RATES— 
KILLARNEYS COMPLAINT. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, £.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware of the inequality 
in railway charges on goods on the Great 
Southern and Western (of Ireland) 
Railway as far as the town of Killarney 
is concerned ; whether he is aware that 
goods are conveyed by the said com- 
pany from Dublin and Cork and inter- 
mediate stations to Tralee at a lower 
rate than to Killarney, though Tralee 
is twenty miles further from the points 
indicated; and whether, seeing that 
there is a through cross-channel rate to 
most other towns with which the said 


railway is connected, entitling traders 


to a free delivery of goods at their busi- 
ness premises, while a charge is made 
for cartage from the railway station to 
the place of business of the consignee at 
Killarney ; and, having regard to the 
injury done to trade in Killarney by 
these arrangements, he will make in- 
quiries into the matter, and take steps 


with Killarney include the service of 
delivery, and that it is not performed 
by the company who have no carting 
agent there. 


VICE-PRESIDENT OF THE [IRISH 
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. COGHILL: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Vice-President of the Irish Agricultural 
Department is to continue without a 
seat in this House ? 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
K.): | hope not. 


CIVIL LIST COMMITTEE— PUBLICA- 
TION OF CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General, 
with reference to the publication of the 
confidential draft of the Civil List in a 
newspaper, if he will institute an inquiry 
into the circumstances with the view of 
determining whether the persons con- 
cerned have brought themselves within 
the penal provisions of Sections 2. and 
3 of the Official Secrets Act, 1889, re- 
lating to the improper disclosure ot 
official documents or information. 

Toe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Frntay, Inverness Burghs) : 
Any inquiry into the circumstances of 
the publication referred to in the question 
could be much more effectively con- 
ducted by the Committee itself. If any 
facts should be brought to my notice 
bearing on the question of prosecution 
they will be carefully considered, but it 
hardly falls within the province of the 
Director of Public Prosecutions in the 
first instance to initiate an inquiry into 
the circumstances attending the publica- 
tion of a confidential document sub- 
mitted to a Committee of this House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I should 


like, arising out of this, to ask the Chan- 


cellor of the Excheauer a question. 
D 2 








103 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot ask a question ot 
another Minister arising out of that 
question. 


Questions. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then I 
will ask you, Sir, a question on the pointot 
order. In reference to the Report which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer pre- 
sented, [ beg toask whether you will take 
into consideration the fact that this con- 
fidential document of the Civil List Com- 
mittee was published not only in The 
Times, but, simultaneously, in the Bir- 
mingham Daily Post; and whether in 
any action that may be taken on the 
matter you, Sir, and the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will take into consideration 
the fact that if The Times is to blame, the 
Birmingham Daily Post is equally to 
blame. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : That is not a question 
of order. The hon. Member well knows 
that questions are not to be addressed to 
the Chair except on questions of order or 
procedure as they arise, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Has not an un- 
usual course been taken by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer in this case. in 
referring the matter to the Chair and not 
to the House! On the point of order 
inay Lask, you, Sir, whether we are not 
entitled at some stage to put the question 


why only one paper has been referred to, 
and why the Birmingham Daily Post 
has not been referred to ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Not to me. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then | 
put the question to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. 


*Srr M. HICKS BEACH: The only 
paper to which our attention was called, 
or of which I had any knowledge at all, 
was The Times. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask whether, now the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s attention has been called to the 
fact that this confidential document was 
simultaneously published in the Birm- 
ingham Daily Post as well as The Times, 
he will also include the Birmingham 
Daily Post in his Report ? 


{COMMONS} 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The Report 
is out of my hands ; it is the Report of the 
Committee of the House. 


Mr. KENNEDY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman issue a Supplementary Report? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: TI must 
ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, under these circumstances, the 
Report having passed out of his hands, he 
will be good enough to call the attention 
of his Committee to the fact that the Bir- 
mingham Daily Post is in exactly the 
same position as T’he Times in this matter? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: If I may 
express my own opinion, it is that I am 
sure that if the Committee had known 
this they would have named the Bir- 
mingham Daily Post in their Report. 


Mr. TENNANT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman bring it before the Com- 
mittee ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It is practi- 
cally covered. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Are they aware that 
the Birmingham Daily Post is equally 
guilty with The Times ? 


Mr. TATTON EGERTON (Cheshire, 
Knutsford) : I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, after the im- 
proper publication of private and secret 
Papers, made ina certain daily journal on 
Thursday, 14th March, he will bring 
in any Standing Order to forbid the 
entrance into the precincts of the House 
of any official or reporter of any journal 
who publishes such private or secret 
Papers. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hon. friend 


is probably aware of what took place in 


the Committee, and of the Report which 





the Committee made, which has been laid 
before the House by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. I hope that that will give 
him the answer he seeks. 


PARLIAMENTARY RETURNS. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will grant the Return, en- 
titled Parliamentary Constituencies. (Elec- 
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tions, ete.) (No. 2), which stands on to- 
day's Paper,t or consent to the addition of 
the particulars asked for to the Return 
under this title already ordered. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think my 
hon. friend will get the information he 
wants from a Return about to be pre- 
sented by the Home Office on the motion 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, to expedite public 
business, he will consider the advisability 
of having all replies to questions addressed 
to Ministers by hon. Members printed 
and circulated among Members at the 
commencement of business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Gentleman means that any part of the 
questions answered across the floor of the 
House and their replies should be pub- 
lished first, 1 think it would only increase 
instead of diminishing the congestion of 
business. If, on the other hand, he 
means that the House is to be content 
with printed answers to the questions, it 
appears to me that, however desirable 
that might be from some points of view, 
it would deprive the House of the indul- 
gence in a practice which it appears to 
enjoy. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY : Will the right hon’ 
Gentleman take any steps to prevent the 
same question being asked over and over 
again, season after season, as has been 
the case this session ? 

[No answer was returned. | 





+ The following is the Return referred to :— 
“Parliamentary Coastituencies, Electors, etc. 
(No, 2).—Return of (1) the average number of 
Electors and of population respectively repre- 
sented by the 670 Members of this House, and 
the highest and lowest represented by one 
Member ; (2) the number and names of the 
Constituencies having more than double that 
average number, and of those having less than 
half of that average number: (3) the number 
of Members in this House represented by Con- 
stituencies having less than the average 
number ; (4) the number of Members returned 
by the one-half of the total of the Electors of 
the United Kingdom whose electorates are 
lower than the rest, and the number of 
Members returned by the other half ; and (5) 
the same particulars as regards each of the 
four parts of the United Kingdom, viz., 
England, Wales, Scotland, and Ireland.” 


{15 Maren 1901} 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can state on what date it is 
proposed to move Mr. Speaker out of 
the Chair for the purpose of discussing 
the Navy Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope, on 
Monday next. 
*Sir_ JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 


mouth): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, in the event of 
financial exigencies necessitating Votes 
A and 1, Army Estimates, being ob- 
tained before the close of next Tuesday's 
sitting, he can give an assurance that 


| before any other Votes are submitted in 


Committeean opportunity will be afforded 
to the House of discussing the nature ot 
the work to be done by the British Army 
under the conditions of maritime supre- 
macy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
of my hon. and gallant friend brings up 
in a very clear way the condition in 
which we are in regard to getting Mr. 
Speaker out of the Chair on the Army 
Estimates. 1 perfectly understand that 
the House is not satisfied with the 
amount of discussion which has taken 
place, either on the question of Mr. 
Speaker leaving the Chair or on Votes A 
But it is really necessary in the 
general interests that all those questions 
should be decided to-day, and if that is 
not possible I am afraid we ought to sit 
to-morrow. [Nationalist cries of ‘* Cer- 
tainly, and on Sunday too.”] I think 
we should avoid that alternative if we 
can. [Nationalist cries of ‘* No.”] Even 
to oblige hon. Gentlemen opposite, we 
should, I think, avoid if we can the 
general inconvenience to other hon. 
Gentlemen of a Saturday sitting. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Surely 
they can sit in the interests of their own 
country ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is a 
stronger argument. I do not think 
that even with a Saturday sitting there 
could be adequate discussion of the very 
important military questions raised by 
these Votes. More than one suggestion 
has been made for getting over the diffi- 
culty. The hon. Member for Mid Lanark 
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suggests the ingenious plan of with- 


drawing Votes A and | and getting the. 


necessary amount of money by a Vote 
on Account for the Army. No doubt 
something might be said for that. but 
it is a plan, | remember, that Mr. Glad- 
stone strongly objected to in 1883 or 
1884, and it has the disadvantage that 
the continuation of the discussion on 
my right hon. friend’s Army scheme 
would go on on the question of Mr. 
Speaker leaving the Chair. I do not 
think that is a convenient method. 
because my right hon. friend the Leader 
of the Opposition and the right hon. 
Member for West Monmouthshire have 
spoken on that. So. have I. No 
power to reply is left to any of those 
Gentlemen. 1 think the whole question 
should be raised again in a substantive 
form. and in a manner which would 
neither trench on the twenty-three 
days of Supply, nor exclude so important 
a contributor to the debate as my right 
hon. friend who is responsible for the 
scheme, and who is necessarily and 
naturally its chiet defender. 1 would 
therefore ask my right hon. friends who 
are properly anxious to speak upon the 
question to deter dealing with it untila 
substantive resolution is brought before 
the House after Easter embodying the 
main outlines of the proposals, and there- 
fore giving the House a full opportunity 
of raising any question they like upon it. 
That would, I think. be tar more con- 
venient, and at the same time meet the 
wishes of everybody. It would enable 
the necessary business of Supply to be 
concluded, and it would not involve any 
sacrifice of the ordinary discussion in 
Supply. which, limited as it is by the 
twenty-three days rule. is rather in- 
tended for the ordinary criticism of 
Government administration than for the 


too, 


discussion of any great constructive 
scheme. Having tried to meet the 
wishes of the House. I trust the 
House will meet the Government 


by allowing the Speaker to leave the 
Chair, and giving them Votes A and 1 in 
the course of this evening. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): Will the Government agree that 
no steps shall be taken to put into effect 
any of the proposals of the War Secretary 
until the House has had the opportunity 
of debating them ? 
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Sir JOHN BRUNNER: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman undertake that 
in order to afford an opportunity of 
discussing this subject private Members 
shall not be deprived of their rights atter 
Easter / 


Captain NORTON: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman give an undertaking 
that the debate shall come on early after 
Easter, and not be delayed until July or 
August ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ shall bring 
on the resolution as soon as | can after 
Easter, but | cannot give any pledge 
until I have consulted the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer as to the demand he is 
likely to make on the House with regard 
to financial business. I hope the House 
will meet me in a reasonable spirit. We 
must have the men for the South African 
War, quite apart from the general Army 
scheme. No any material 
kind can or will be made in carrying out 
that part of the scheme which is con- 
cerned with the organisation of army 
corps before the resolution is brought 
forward. 


progress ot 


Sik JOHN BRUNNER: And 


will not take Wednesdays ! 


you 


| No answer was returned. | 


Mr. CHAPLIN : We understand that 
it is the intention of the Government 
to afford this opportunity as early as 
possible after Easter, consistently with 
other necessary business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is my 
object, but I must not be too closely 
bound down. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, $.): Am I 
right in understanding that although 
the right hon. Gentleman does not bind 
himselt not to take steps in regard to 
military exigencies under the Vote, vet 
he will not do anything to bring the new 
scheme into execution beyond what is 
required by military exigencies? Will his 
resolution be of such a nature, too, as to 
enable the whole scheme to be amply 
discussed’ and no part kept back on the 
ground that it has already been before the 
House ! 
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‘WMr. A. J. BALFOUR: My desire will Speaker do leave the Chair on the Civil 
be that the resolution shall cover the Service Estimates will not be taken until 
whole ground. With regard to the after Easter? 
organisation of the army corps, no pro- 
gress of a material kind can, or will, be Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 
made in carrying out that part of the hon. Member will put a question to me 
scheme. upon that point next week. I take it 
there will be no difficulty in getting 
*Sirn JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- through Votes A and 1 and the motion 
mouth): Do L understand the right hon. that the Speaker leave the Chair to-night. 
Gentleman that his resolution will bear in which ease I will not put the House to 
in mind the influence of our sea-power the trouble of discussing whether we 
in determining the work to be done by shall sit to-morrow. 
the Army: Shall we be able to discuss 
that ! Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: The [rish 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That, Limagine, Members are quite prepared to sit on 
Saturday, but if they assent to the 
arrangement suggested will the right 
hon. Gentleman be prepared to give 
special facilities for the discussion ot 
Irish subjects ? 


will be for the Speaker to determine. | 
do not propose to mention maritime 
power in my resolution, but still it seems 
to me that the organisation of the land 
Army cannot be wholly separated from 
the question of maritime power. . ‘ 
Mr. WEIR: If it should be necessary 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB: But will the to sit to-morrow will the right hon. 
resolution be so framed as to enable Gentleman arrange for a continuous 
us to discuss these broader features ! sitting from now till 11 p.m. on Saturday, 
soas to avoid having to be here on Sun- 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ido not know day? 
if, on the motion that Mr. Speaker leave * 
the Chair, the hon. and gallant Member \[frp. EDMUND ROBERTSON: As 
could discuss Naval details, but he might the Navy Estimates have only verv 
raise the debate perhaps on an Amend- recently been laid before the House, ean- 
ment to my resolution. not the discussion of them be taken later 
than Monday ? 
CoLoNeL WELBY (Taunton): Will it j 
be permissible to put down an Amend- — yfr. 4. J. BALFOUR: I shall be quite 
ment to the resolution so as to rals€ @ peady to adjourn the discussion after the 
definite issue—the same as is done on | .zatement of my hon. friend in moving 
Vote A? the Navy Estimates, and then take the 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should think Civil Service Supplementary Estimates. 
As I am afraid lam not fortunate enough 
to carry hon. Gentlemen opposite with 
Mr. BRYCE: I beg to ask the First; me I shall have to make a motion before 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can | the commencement of public business. 
make any statement with regard to the 
order in which he proposes to take finan-| *Mr. BLAKE: If the right hon. Gentle- 
cial business next week. man will give us some solid assurance that 
| the motion that the Speaker leave the 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My present | Chair on the Civil Service Estimates 
intention is to take the Navy Estimates | will not be proceeded with before Easter, 
first on Monday and probably to proceed I think we might reasonably assent to the 
with them; I do not know what the | arrangement proposed. 
House feels about that. Then we shall | 
take the Civil Service Supplementary; Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ am most 
Estimates. ' anxious not to burke the discussion in 
| which the hon. Gentleman is interested. 
*Mr. BLAKE (Longford, S.): Are we| I assume he does not want it to come 
tounderstand that the motion that the | on immediately after Easter ? 


so. 


| 
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*Mr. BLAKE: Not the first day or two. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then on the 
understanding that we get Mr. Speaker 
out of the Chair to-night, and also Votes 
A and 1, I will undertake not to move 
that the Speaker leave the Chair on the 
Civil Service Estimates until after Easter. 


LESLIE vy. THE JUSTICES OF 
MONAGHAN. 


[ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE. ] 


Mr. T. W. Russe_t (South Tyrone) 
rose in his place and asked leave 
to move the Adjournment of the 
House for the purpose of discussing a 
definite matter of urgent public import- 
ance, namely, “the over-riding of the 
law as declared by the Irish King’s 
Bench by the authorities of Dublin 
Castle in the case of Leslie r. The Justices 
of Monaghan”; but the pleasure of the 
House not having been signified, Mr. 
SPEAKER called on those Members who 
supported the motion to rise in their 
places, and not less than forty Members 
having accordingly risen— 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the facts in 
this case were so simple and so plain as to 
appeal to the judgment of the House 
against the action of the authorities of 
Dublin Castle. According to law, the 
annual licensing sessions were held at 
Monaghan in the month of October last. 
Those sessions were the only sessions at 
which new licences could be legally 
granted, and Mr. Leslie, the agent to 
Lord Dartrey, applied for the transfer of 
a licence previously held by a Mr. Gardi- 
ner. The application, which was heard 
by the lawfully constituted licensing 
authority, the justices of Monaghan, was 
opposed, not by the police, but by the 
clergy and residents of the neighbour- 
hood. The magistrates came to the con- 
clusion that the premises were unsuitable 
and the applicant unfit, and those were 
two out of the three legal objections which 
could be urged in such cases. The trans- 
fer was accordingly refused. The appli- 
cant appealed to the Court of King’s 
Bench, when, before a full court of four 
judges, the decision of the magistrates 
was upheld. In the ordinary course, Mr 
Leslie would have had to close his pre- 
mises, as the licence expired on the 11th 


{COMMONS} 
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October. But Ireland is an extraordi- 
nary country. Things occurred there 
which could take place in no other 
country. Notwithstanding the — legal 
decisions, Mr. Leslie had been selling 
liquor every day since, and the police 
refused to prosecute. The Attorney 
General for Ireland had stated that 
Leslie paid the heirs of the previous 
holder £400 for the licence, that the place 
had always been conducted as a public. 
house, and that no objection on the 
ground of unfitness had been taken. 
But the heirs of the previous holder were 
offered £600, and the Earl of Dartrey’s 
agent stopped the sale by means that 
everyone from Ireland understood, 
namely, by the right of pre-emption. 
So the heirs were first done out of £200, 
and then this man applied for a licence 
himself. Who authorised this man to 
break the law? As the transfer had 
been refused, a new licence would have 
to be applied for, and that could not be 
done until next October, although possibly 


exceptional circumstances might — be 
pleaded. The people of the neighbour- 


hood had tried to find out who was 
responsible for the evasion of the law. 
The police knew nothing; they were 
ordered not to prosecute—not to give 
Lord Dartrey’s agent any annoyance. 
The magistrates knew nothing, except 
that their decision had been over-ruled 
by some authority which had no legal 
warrant for its action. Dublin Castle 
referred the inquirers to the Excise 
authorities, from whom the following 
letter, dated 6th February, was received-- 

“T have laid before the Board of Inland 
tevenue your letter of the 3lst ult., respecting 
the permission granted to Mr. H. T. Leslie to 
carry on business pending his application to 
the quarter xessions, to be held on 26th March 
next. In reply thereto, the Board direct me 
to state that in allowing Mr. Leslie to sell the 
are acting upon a recommendation of the Iris 
Government at Dublin Castle, to whom they 
must respectfully refer you for any information 
you may require on the subject.” 


He (the speaker) had applied to the 
representatives of Dublin Castle in the 
House of Commons, and had been sent 
back to the Excise. It was a short story, 
but it illustrated how things were done in 
Ireland. What he wanted to know from 
the right hon. Gentleman the Attorney 
General was, even supposing Dublin 
Castle had the power to over-ride the 
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licensing authorities, why was that 
power exercised in this case?) Why was 
that done for Lord Dartrey’s agent which 
would not be done for any humble appli- 
cant inCounty Dublin or anywhere else? 
This was a most unwarranted interference 
on the part of Dublin Castle with the law 
ot the land, and he hoped that the 
Attorney General, if he could not explain 
this case, would at all events take great 
care that the action was not repeated 
during his time at Dublin Castle. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.), in 
seconding the motion for adjournment, 
said that in all the long history of scandal 
connected with Irish administration— 
although it was seldom concerned with 
licensing matters—he had never known 
so gross, so illegal, so shocking a case. 
What was the offence tolerated and 
winked at by Dublin Castle’ In a 
county where the magistrates were 
practically chosen by Lord Rossmore, 
the head of the Orange Lodge in Ireland, 
they were not likely to be a bench favour- 
able to the people, but, in this case, 
Lord Rossmore’s Orange magistrates had 
actually refused to permit the transter 
on the ground of the unfitness not only 
of the premises but also of the applicant. 
The case was decided practically on the 
authority of the decision in Sharpe v. 


Wakefield, the case upon which the 
whole of the English licensing law 


depended. The Attorney General smiled, 
but he laughed best who laughed last. 
The magistrates were entitled to take 
into account the distance of the house 
from the police barracks. He did not 
know who the magistrates were, but 
apparently they had the concurrence of 
the religious bodies of all denominations— 
avery unusual state of things in Ireland. 
The Earl of Dartrey’s agent appealed 
last October or November, but for the 
four months that had elapsed since 
then, although the place had been as 
much without a licence as any shebeen 
or brothel, he had been allowed day 
after day to commit this breach of the 
law. For selling a single glass of whisky 
without a licence, a man was liable to a 
penalty of £50 or imprisonment, and | 
the penalty was increased for subse- 
quent offences. Why was not this man | 
prosecuted ? Why was Lord Dartrey’s 


agent allowed to do these things? In) 


| 
‘ 
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a case of hardship it could be understood 
if the Government said they would 
not prosecute, but here there had been 
a legal decision. By what authority had 
Dublin Castle overruled the decision 
of the judges? In the times of James 
I]. the suspensory power was considered 
to be revolutionary, and was formally 
condemned by the House of Commons. 
The reason this had happened was that a 
newsessions met on thej25th of thismonth, 
and this man had, he supposed, been 
allowed to remain unprosecuted because 
Lord Rossmore’s friends would pack 
the bench tor him in a fortnight’s time 
and the Attorney General, being accus- 
tomed to the act of jury-packing, wanted 
to encourage the transaction. Who 
was Mr. Leslie?) He was a member of 
one of the Carlton Clubs, he was a gentle- 
man from Somersetshire, was formerly 
agent to King-Harman, and had_ been 
promoted to be agent to the Earl of 
Dartrey. If an ordinary publican sold 
a tent of liquor after licensed hours, 
he was prosecuted. Why was the law 
not enforced in the case of a man in the 
position of Lord Dartrey’s agent, who 
had broken the law for four months / 
If any Irish Nationalist, getting up a 
ball on St. Patrick's night, applied for 
an extension of time, he would be hooted 
by the police and the authorities. It 
any Nationalist had been found com- 
mitting the smallest illegality the autho- 
rities would be only too ready to pounce 
upon him. Was it the law of the country 
that if you were Lord Dartrey’s agent 
you could do as you liked, while if you 
were a poor man the law would be imme- 
diately enforced against you? The 
House might say this case was unworthy 
of their attention. but it gave them 
an admirable picture of what was 
going on in every town in Ireland. 
There was no law for the Nationalists 
and any amount of license for the Con- 
servatives. What were the circum- 
stances of the case under which Mr. 
Leslie was granted this unusual indul- 
gence! There was a law by which the 
landlords under the Land Act could 
pre-empt and obtain possession of their 
neighbours’ goods without paying for 
them. In this case the price of the 
house in the open market was £600. 
and the landlord grabbed it for £400, and 
the Government, which professed to he 
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so anxious to uphold the rights of pro- 
perty, wanted to enable this man illegally 
to remain in possession of his ill-gotten 
gains. He did not know why the Govern- 
ment poked their noses into these cases. 
Why should the Government go out of 
their way to assist this agent? Had they 
not enough agents and landlords on hand, 
for the whole work of Dublin Castle 
was simply carrying on the business of 
landlordism ? Why should the Govern- 
ment bring down upon themselves this 
additional hornet’s nest? After the 
Government had taken up this case 
simply because the man concerned was 
the agent of a noble Earl, and allowed it 
to go forth that they would tolerate 
illegality of this kind, he believed that 
even the Protestants in Ireland would 
now come to the conclusion which the 
Nationalists had long ago arrived at that 
there was in Ireland one law for the 
rich and another for the poor. 
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purchase money to £400. As tar as | 
can find out there is no evidence that the 
sum of £600 is a fair valuation, but the 
fact remains that Lord Dartrey volun- 
tarily increased the sum from £120 to 
£400. Of course the licence was the 
thing of real value, for the house was 
worth nothing without it. 


An Hon. MemBer: What about the 


farm ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: There was only a 
small bit of land attached, and its value 
was comparatively nothing, for the real 
value was in the licensed house. The 
question decided by the Court was that 
in fixing the right of pre-emption they 
could not take into consideration the 
value of the licence, and Lord Dartrey 
thought it such a very unfair thing to the 
executors to deprive them of what was 
really the only thing of value that he 


refused to take advantage of the pre- 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Ur. T. W. Russell.) 

THE ATTORNEY (GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): I do not think that the real tacts of 
the case leave any room tor the indigna- 
tion shown by the two hon. Members 
who have spoken. These are shortly the 
facts in regard to the action ot the Govern- 
ment, so far as they have taken any 
action at all in the matter. I do not 
intend to enter into the merits of this 
dispute between the agent to Lord Dart- 
rey and the former tenant of his house. 
Imay say that the facts in possession of the 
Government do not tally with those men- 
tioned by my hon. friend upon this ques- 
tion. According to the facts in possession 
of the Government | understand that 
for years the tenant carried on 
business as a publican in this house. the 
tenant himself having got an assignment 
from the preceding tenant. who had 
also carried on business for several years, 
and who died leaving a direction to his 
executors to sell and dispose of his interest 
in the house. The landlord—Lord Dart- 
rey—exercised the right of pre-emption 
when the tenant died. According to his 
right of pre-emption he was entitled to 
go into possession, but although Lord 
Dartrey was absolutely entitled to walk 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


some 


emption price, and he increased it by the 
sum of £280. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Yes, in order to 


get the transfer. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I do not mean at 
all to decide or attempt to decide who 
was right or wrong upon that contract. 
Lord Dartrey’s agent applied to the 
October Licensing Sessions for a transter 
of the licence to himself. The case came 
before the magistrates, and they decided 
by a majority of eighteen votes to fifteen 
that the premises were unfit and that 
the applicant was an unfit tenant. My 
hon. and learned friend entirely mistook 
my smile just now. I did not at all in- 
tend to suggest that it was not perfectly 
competent for the magistrates to take 
‘those facts into consideration. They 
decided that the premises were unfit and 
it was decided also that the applicant was: 
unfit, although no objection was taken 
to his character. The objection taken to 
him was that he did not intend to carry 
on the business himself, and therefore the 
magistrates decided—rightly enough in 
my opinion—that he was an unfit person 
to hold the licence. That occurred at the 
October Sessions. [| understand that 
the only objector to the transfer was one 
of Lord Dartrey’s tenants who was under 
‘notice to quit, and who shortlyfafter- 

wards surrendered his farm. 4 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : Is it not custo- 
mary to take an inhabitant of the parish 
asa legal objector ! 


Mr. ATKINSON : That is the custom. 
but what I have stated about this man | 
am informed is correct. Under these cir- 
cumstances, the magistrates having de- 
cided that they would not transfer the 
licence, Mr. Leslie determined upon having 
that decision brought up by a writ otf 
I understand that it is quite 
ua common thing for the Excise authori- 
ties to grant licences pending litigation 
of that character, in order to preserve the 
rights which would be lost otherwise. 
He applied to the Excise to be permitted 
to sell during the interval, and [ under- 
stand that such a thing is rightly done 
almost every day, because it would be a 
most monstrous thing in an application 
for the transfer of the licence in which 
the magistrates decided wrongly that 
permission to sell in the interval should 
he refused, because by the non-sale in the 
interval $the valuable interest in the 
would be forfeited. The hon. 
Member admits that there may be cireum- 
stances which justity the Excise authori- 
ties granting a licence to sell pending the 
decision of another Court. The applica- 
tion was made at the October Sessions. 
and forthwith made to remove the case 
to the Queen’s Bench, and the decision 
of the Queen’s Bench was not given until 
the 21st of December. On the 31st ot 
December the Court of Queen’s Bench 
delivered judgment, upholding the deei- 
sion of the magistrates. I understand 
that neither of my hon. friends objects to 
the procedure of the Excise authority in 
granting a licence up to the time that 
the Queen’s Bench delivered judgment 
and the application fora writ of certiorar? 
heeause that must be on the principle 
that the civil rights must he protected 
while the case is sub judice. 


rertiora ri. 


licence 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: There is no 
instrument called a licence, for it isa mere 
indulgence. 


Mr. ATKINSON: But this thing is 
constantly done and rightly done, and 
that being so Mr. Leslie determined to 
apply for a new licence. The ordinary 
time to apply for a new licence would be 
the 21st of Januarys 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: No, no. 
Mr. ATKINSON: He could have 


applied at the January Sessions for a 
licence to trade on, and he was advised 
that he had a right to do it. 


Mr. ‘T. M. HEALY: There is no such 
law. and this only applies in the case of a 
transter. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am not pledging 
myself to the propriety or impropriety 
of these proceedings, but | am telling the 
House what he was advised, and he was 
told that this was the proper course for 
him to take. As three weeks notice of 
his application was necessary, he was too 
late for the January sessions, because 
he did not know that he had been un- 
successful in the Queen’s Bench until the 
21st of December, and the interval 
between that date and the January 
sessions did not allow an interval of 
twenty-one days to elapse. By that mis- 
adventure owing to the delay in the 
Court of Queen’s Bench delivering judg- 
ment on the writ of certiorari Mr. Leslie 
was deprived of making his application 
at the January sessions. 


Mr. Tv. M. HEALY : What fool advised 
him ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must not use such language. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Inasmuch as he 
could not proceed at the January sessions 
owing to the fact that he could not give 
three weeks notice, the first sessions that 
he could apply for the granting of an 
interim certificate for a new licence was 
the March sessions. That was entirely 
due to the fact that the Court of Queen's 
Bench delayed the delivering of their 
judgment until late in December. Under 
these circumstances Mr. Leslie applied to 
the Excise authorities to permit him to 
continue to sell until the March sessions 
sothat his rights might not be prejudiced. 
and for granting this permission the 
Irish Government is accused of exercising 
the prerogatives of James II. That is 
all the share which the Irish Government 
took in this matter. They received a 


communication from the Excise authori- 
ties setting out these facts and asking: 
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the Government if they had any objection 
to granting this permission to sell, inas- 
much as Mr. Leslie had already paid for 
the licence. The reply given was that 
the Government had no objection to 
permitting him to continue to trade up 
to the 25th of March. 

is that 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: But 


usual 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, 1 understand 
that it is usual. This permission was 
granted because otherwise valuable rights 
would have been destroyed, and the 
licence was granted to sell until the 
owner had an opportunity of finally 
deciding the matter. We have done 
nothing except giving this man permis- 
sion to sell up to the 25th of March, 
when his application at the licensing 
sessions will be finally adjudicated upon 
either one way or the other. That is the 
ordinary practice. It was not done by 
the authority or direction of the Execu- 
tive at all. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the right 
hon. the learned Gentleman say how Mr. 
Leslie would have been prejudiced if he 
had not obtained protection when he 


) 


made application for the new licence ? | 


Is it not the fact that he was allowed 
to carry on the public-house business for 


four months without a licence ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: The decision 
given by the Queen's Bench on the 21st 
December, and it was only then that 
the licence was really lost. Whether 
Mr. Leslie took the right course or not 
[ cannot say; but at all events he made 
application to the Excise authorities, 
who asked the Executive Government 
if they might grant permission, and 
the Executive said they had no objection. 


*Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, North) : 
I have had some experience of the li- 
censing system in Ireland, but I confess 
I have never heard of anything like the 
present state of affairsarising before. From 
the statement of the Attorney General. 
of course he was in no way responsible 
in this matter. Had it come before him 
originally, I am quite sure the present 
‘state of affairs would never have come 
into existence. [ am not going into 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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the merits or the motives of Mr. Leslie: 
the agent of Lord Dartrey, but there is 
the undoubted fact stated by the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone, not contro- 
verted by the Attorney General, that the 
personal representative of the deceased 
publican was offered £600 for the in- 
terest in the public-house, and it is 
admitted that the value of the farm, 
apart from the licence, had been fixed 
under the Land Act at £120. Of course, 
the real value of this farm. therefore, 
lay in the licence : the other was merely 
illusory. It is said Mr. Leslie was very 
generous In offering £400, but an outsider 
offered £600, so that Mr. Leslie got a 
very considerable bargain. The matter 
came before the quarter sessions, which 
were the licensing authorities in Lreland, 
in October. There was a large attend- 
anee of magistrates. and the matter 
was fully discussed. There are three legal 
grounds on which a licence can be trans- 
ferred or can be granted in’ Ireland. 
The first is the fitness of the applicant ; 
the second. the fitness of the house ; 
and the third. the number of public- 
houses in the neighbourhood. The ma- 
jority of the magistrates, by a majority 
of eighteen to fifteen, decided that the 
applicant was unfit, and why ! Because 
he was a gentleman living in a_ very 
handsome place. the Lord 
Dartrey, one of the great magnates 
ot the county, who, in fact. could not 
from his position carry on the business 


agent ot 


on his own account and live on the 
| premises. On that ground he was 


held to be unfit. But in addition to that 
the magistrates held that the premises 
were unfit. being such a distance froim 
the police barracks, on which account 
the police could) not exercise proper 
supervision over it. For years in Ireland 
that has been one of the grounds on 
which licences have been retused, because 
roadside public-houses, unless within 
reasonable reach of the police barracks, 
cannot be supervised, and the police 
cannot see that a house is properly 
conducted. At all events, in October 
the magistrates refused the licence. 
The house was then an unlicensed house. 
Nobody had a right to sell liquor until 
a new licence was granted by the adequate 
authority. A certiorari: was moved for, 
and the case brought before the Court 
of Queen’s Bench in Dublin, which 
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Court decided on 19th December that | 


the magistrates were perfectly right. 
What then occurred ? 
in the teeth of the announcement of the 
magistrates in October. confirmed by 
the Queen’s Bench. approached the 
Dublin Castle authorities. and Dublin 
Castle authorised that Office to do what 
the statute gave it no authority to do— 
namely, to give a temporary licence t 
Mr. Leshe until his application was made 
before the magistrate~ in the following 
March. Surely never has there been 
amore unwarraitable act countenanced 
by the Executive Government, even in 
Ireland. There is ne authority for it 
in the statute. There is a power, in the 
interval between tw yularter SESSIONS. 
for a magistrate to vive a certificate 
of character, so that an Excise otheer 
may then give permit to sell until 
the following quarter sessions: but 
here there was no licence. This house 
was no more licensed than aus other tarm- 
house in the whole country. The Excise 
Office evidently felt that themselves, 
because they would not act on their 
own authority and consulted the autho- 
rities at Dublin Castle. who said in effect. 
“Why should we be stiff about this 77 
und told the Excise fice to do what 
thev liked. That. of course. placed the 
Inagistrates im a 
und the whole of the licensing authorities 
throughout Treland in a very 
position. It is 
gretted. that at tine public 
attention is so much excited in regard 
to this question of licensing. Dublin 
Castle should given their high 
imprimatur to such ait abuse of the law. 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longiord. S.): This 
seems to me to be very a serious question 
not to be set aside by the very lame 
explanation of the right hon. the Attor- 
ney General. It is one thing to deal 
under a recognised ctistom or practice 
with the case of a licence that has been 
issued, and which is stil! current and sub- 
ject to an arrangement for transfer. 
In that case the applicant asks for per- 


very false p sition. 
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The Excise Office. | 


the more to be re- | 


| 


| 


| 
| 
| 


mission for a continuance of the right to, 


sell until an appeal is made against the 
decision of the magistrate adverse to 
the transfer to a higher jurisdiction. 
But it does not at all follow that when a 
final adjudication has taken place and the 


| 
| 
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question is once and for all and 
irrevocably settled,and when the licence is 
thus practically at an end, that a new 
man should be allowed to sell liquor with- 
out a licence because he intends to make 
application for a new licence at a future 
quarter sessions. What is going to be 
the result of the action of the authorities ! 
Any person favoured by Dublin Castle 
who professes his intention of applying 
for a new licence may be put in posses- 
sion of a house and be allowed to sell 
liquor on the ground that he means after- 
wards to apply to the magistrates. for a 
licence, andthust he magistratesare practi- 
cally constrained to confirm what had 
been done by the Dublin Castle authori- 
ties. The right hon. and learned Gen- 
tleman cannot and Dublin 
Castle cannot escape by saying that all 
that they did was to say that they had no 
objection. Was this transaction lawful ! 
And if it was not lawful what right had 
Dublin Castle to interfere! The right 
hon. Gentleman the Attorney General 
for Ireland has carefully abstained from 
staking his reputation upon the legality 
of this matter. He has not said it was 


esca pe. 


lawful. He said that Mr. Leslie's ad- 
visers alleged it was so. But he has 


acknowledged that the facts were laid 
before Dublin Castle and that Dublin 
Castle authorised these transactions. So 
far as I understand the law, even as 
explained by the Attorney General, 
Dublin Castle had no right to authorise 
the Excise vuthorities to do what was an 
absolutely illegal act. And yet that was 
done by the Executive Government 
which is constantly putting itself forward 
as engaged constitutionally in upholding 
the sanctity of the law. That seems to 
me to be a most objectionable transaction, 
calculated to create much confusion 
unless it meets withthe general reproba- 
tion of the House. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): There is one matter of fact about 


which the House ought to have more 
clear information than it at present 


possesses, and that is by what authority 
the Inland Revenue Board acted in this 
case. 

Mr. ATKINSON: Mr. Leslie applied 
on the 11th January to the Inland 
Revenue for permission to sell. and the 
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Inland Revenue wrote to the Under 
Secretary at the Castle, who replied that 
the Executive had no objections. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Tothe breaking of 
the law! 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : But 
that is not what the Board of Inland 
Revenue say. They say in reply to a 
communication addressed to them by Mr. 
Leslie’s solicitor :—‘* The Board direct me 
to state that in allowing Mr. Leslie to sell 
they are acting upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Irish Government” (not 
merely that they had no objections) ‘to 
whom they most respectfully refer you 
for any information you require.” That 
seems to me to be absolutely inconsis- 
tent with the theory that Dublin Castle 
merely said that they had no objections, 
because that reply indicated that the 
Board of Inland Revenue refused to pro- 
eeed on their own authority. Now. the 
Board of Inland Revenue is represented 
in this House by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer who has been an interested 
spectator of this debate. I daresay the 
right hon. Gentleman has informed 
himself on the point, and he may be able 
to tell us what the Board of Inland 
Revenue did, and whether the responsi- 
bility lies with Dublin Castle, or whether 
the Board of Inland Revenue acted on 
its own responsibility because Dublin 
Castle did not object. There is another 
point. We ought to know something 
about the value of this permission given 
by the Excise authorities, and possibly 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer may be 
able to tell us that. Again, what right 
have the Excise authorities to give this 
permission ! Have they aeted under a 
statute, and if so under what statute?! 
When we know the Act we can 
refer to it and determine, to some 
extent, the nature of their responsi- 
bilitv. This case is full of seandals, 
but there is one scandal not mentioned 
at all in which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is more interested than any 
one else. What is the root of all this 
mischief ? We have been told that the 
farm without a licence was worth £120, 
and with the licence £600. The difference 
between the two values is the property 
of the Chaneellor of the Exchequer, 


and if he received the duty at the proper | 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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date he must have the money. If 


the Chaneellor of the Exchequer has 


‘informed himself on the question I am 


sure the House would be delighted to 
hear from him what would not be an 
ec parte statement—what part the In- 
land Revenue Board took in this matter, 
and whether they acted at the instiga- 
tion of Dublin Castle. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE: 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I will 
attempt to answer the specific question 
that has been put. As | understand it. 
the solicitor for Mr. Leslie wrote to the 
ofticer of the Excise on the 11th January 
stating that his client had intended to 
make application for a licence at the 
January session, but was entirely pre- 
cluded from doing so owing to the deei- 
sion of the Queen’s Bench being so late. 
His client, however, intended to make 
the application for a new licence on the 
206th March, and in view of that fact his 
client wished to know whether there was 
any objection to his carrying on the 
business till the 26th March. 1 appeal 
to hon. Members not to make too much 
of a technical point which | do not think 
is material to the ethies of the case. It 
is admitted that Mr. Leslie was legally 
entitled to conduct his business until the 
decision ot the Supreme Court of Law, 
and that if that decision had been against 
hin he eould make application for 
a new licence. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
That is not so.] At any rate, he thought 
so,and wrote to the Excise that it was 
no longer in his power to make applica- 
tion for the licence in January, but that 
he proposed to make application in 
March, and in the meantime asked the 
Excise to allow him to exercise the privi- 
lege of selling liquor until 26th March. 
The question has been asked whether the 
suggestion came from Dublin Castle or 
from the Inland Revenue to grant the 
permission. Now, the officer of Inland 
Revenue wrote to the Under Secretary 
at the Castle saying that he had been 
directed by the Board of Inland Revenue 
to forward a letter from the solicitor 
of Mr. Leslie craving an extension of the 
period of indulgence under the circum 
stances. Before taking any steps the 
Board would be glad to know whether 
his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant 
would have any objection to the proposal 
being acceded to: but in the meantime 
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the local officer of Excise had been in- 
structed not to interfere with Mr. Leslie. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Read the answer. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer was 
that there was no objection under the 
circumstances. 


Mr. T. M. 


stances ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The circumstances 
set forth by Mr. Leslie’s solicitor. The 
correspondence showed that the sugges- 
tion had not come from Dublin Castle. 


HEALY : 


What circum- 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
This is a case which in a small way pre- 
sents a perfect picture of the manner 
in which Ireland is governed. Both in 
and outside the House we have been 
asked to regard the government of 
Ireland as based upon law and order, and 
everything is supposed to be carried on 
in the purest manner; and if any at- 
tempt is made from the Lrish benches 
at any time to cast disrespect on the 
judges of the land we are solemnly re 
buked. But what has been the answer 
of the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
the Attorney General for Ireland to the 
charge made by the hon. Member who 
raised the debate? The substance of the 
answer, particularly when he wanted 
to point out the futility of the ground 
that this man Leslie was refused a trans- 
ter of a licence, was this: “1 disagree 
with the judges of the Queen's Bench; 
they were not right in withholding, as 
they did, a licence for this man on the 
ground they did.” 


Mr. ATKINSON : 
the sort. 


L said nothing of 
The only question decided by 
the Queen's Bench was whether the 
magistrates had acted within their 
powers in refusing the licence. 


Mr. CLANCY: Then why did the right 
hon. and learnedGentleman enter into this 
matter at all! What business was it of 
his whether this man should have been 
refused the licence at all! | 
that the law has been rightly decided, but 
the right hon. and learned Gentleman 
assumes in his answer that the law was 
not rightly decided. Imagine such a 
thing occurring in England! Supposing 


assume 
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a bench of magistrates in England had 
decided that a man should not have a 
licence, imagine after such a decision 
the man daring to keep a public-house 
open! But in [reland such a thing has 
happened, and the man has kept the 
public-house open in defiance of the law. 
Then he appealed to the Queen’s Bench 
Court and was beaten there. but he 
still kept the public-house open. He 
allowed the time to elapse in which he 
could have applied for a new licence to 
the quarter sessions in January. but he 
still kept the public-house open, trusting 
to the influence of his friends in Dublin 
Castle, and of the Orange Lodge of 
which he was a member, to keep him 
safe from the consequences. The right 
hon. and learned Member entered into 
the merits of the question, and told of the 
generous treatment of Lord Dartrey 
to this man. But what business was it 
of the Attorney General to inquire into 
Lord Dartrey’s conduct! The only 
question is, Was the law broken? J] 
admit at once that the benevolent 
doctrine of the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman might commend. itself to 
some people in’ certain circumstances. 
If they were to take into account special 
tircumstances of great hardship, they 
might, if they possibly could, wink at 
some violation of the law. But what if 
they applied that doctrine all round ¢ 
Every man who belongs to Ireland 
knows that it has been applied to Orange- 
men, Conservatives, Unionists, landlords, 
and people of the upper classes, but it 
has never been applied to any man of the 
National faith, or who occupy a humble 
position in life. This case gives another 
illustration of how Ireland is governed. 
The application for leave to keep the 
public-house open after the magistrates 
had refused the heence was made to the 
Board of Inland Revenue and to the 
authorities of the Castle. Would that 
be tolerated in’ England!) What = con- 
nection is there between the Board of 
Inland Revenue and the Castle? What 
business has the Board of Inland Revenue 
to communicate with the Castle? Have 
they not the law before them to carry 
out? Does the Inland Revenue Board 
ask the Castle what they would do in 
similar circumstances in the case of a 
Nationalist ? Not at all. 
that the Inlaid Revenue Board wrote a 


The very fact 
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private letter to the Castle—which would {wished to emphasise was that the 


have never seen the light but for this 
debate— was a condemnation of the system 
of government carried on in Ireland, 
and must carry conviction to the mind of 
any honest man that that system of 
government is absolutely indefensible. 
At the same time the English could not 
govern lreland in any other way by 
upholding the law impartially. By-and- 
bye. when they have conquered the 
Transvaal, they will be obliged to govern 
it. too, against the will of the people. 
At all events. Irishmen are entitled. 
meanwhile, to protest that the law. while 
it is the law, should be impartially ad- 
ministered, and I think the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone is to be congratulated 
in having brought this glaring case 
before the attention of Parliament. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu. Bris- 
tol. W.) said as this was a matter having 
a great deal to do with the Inland 
Revenue, it might not be out of place tor 
him to say a few words. He had never 
heard of the case until he came into the 
House. and he did not protess to be so 
intimately acquainted with the law or 
its administration in cases of this kind 
as to be able to give a definite opinion. 
He thought all would admit that the 
mere continuance ol non-interference 
with selling. pending the hearing of the 
appeal by the Queen's Bench, was proper. 
The Chief Secretary had shown that 
there might be a case of hardship even 
beyond that, on which it would be right 
that a similar non-interference should 
continue to be exercised on the part ot 
the Inland Revenue. Whether this was 
one of those cases or not he could not 
sav offhand, but he would certainly 
inquire. But he thought non-interference 
after a decision of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench against the applicant should be 
very rarely used. If non-interference 
had been exercised not in aecordance 
with the ordinary custom. which should 


apply equally to all. but in favour of 
Sir Albert 


Mr. Leslie, because he held a certain 
position, he most distinctly condemned 


the proceeding, and should certainly. 


interfere to prevent its continuance. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Spen Valley) said the point which he 


Mr. Clancy. 


right hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Attorney General for Ireland in all 
he had said had studiously avoided 
giving his own opinion upon the case. 
He did not venture to assert that Mr. 
Leslie had a right to any such permission 
as had been exercised. He had no such 
right. There was no justification for 
any such application, and theretore it 
was erroneous for the right hon. Gentle- 
man to say that the case would be finally 
adjudicated upon at the March sessions. 
The application to be made, then, was a 
new application altogether. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said that, after 
the extremely satisfactory statement of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. he 
desired. with the leave of the House, te 
withdraw the motion. 


Motion. by leave. withdrawn. 


NEW BILLS. 
SCHOOL BOARD ELECTORATE 
(SCOTLAND). 

Bill to admit to the School Board 
electorate in Scotland all persons entitled 
to vote for the county council election. 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Weir, 
Mr. Leveson-Gower. Mr. Nicol, Mr. 
Catheart Wason. Mr. John Dewar. Mr 
Bignold. Mr. Harmsworth, and = Mr. 
Caldwell. 


SCHOOL BOARD ELECTORATE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To admit to the School Board elec- 
torate in Scotland all persons entitled 
to vote for the county council election,” 
presented, and read the first time; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next. 
and to be printed. [Bill 97.] 


LIBEL. 

Bill to amend the Law of Libel, ordered 
to be brought in by Sir John Willox, 
Rollit. Sir Charles Dilke. 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor, and Mr. Frederick 
Wilson. 


LIBEL BILL. 


“To amend the Law of Libel,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
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read a second time upon Wednesday. not been for the admitted importance 
jth June, and to be printed. [Bill 98.] of the subject—admitted by — the 
Government in their declarations 
on the particular matter before 
us at the present time. The debate 
which has just occurred has _ filled 
the minds of Members of the House 
more no doubt with the licensing laws 
of Ireland and of this country than with 
the great questions of Army reform 
which are presented to the House by 
the Government on this oceasion. But 

| L will do my best, even after that disturb- 
CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) | ing topic has been introduced and the 
ACT (1886) AMENDMENT BILL, able speeches to which we have listened, 
To amend the Crofters’ Holdings | t recall the House to the consideration 
(Scotland) Act, 1886,” presented, and of that topie which we were discussing 
read the first time: to be read a second | last night, of the greatest importance to 
tine upon Monday next, and to be| the country. Last night I was attempt- 
printed. [Bill 99.] ‘ing, as the hands of the clock reached 


CROFTERS HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1886) AMENDMENT. 


Bill¥to amend the Crofters’ Holdings 
(Scotland) Act, I886, ordered to be} 
brought) in’ by Mr. Weir, Mr. John 
Dewar, Mr. Leveson-Gower, Mr. Cath 
cart Wason, Mr. Bignold, Mr. Harms 
worth, and Mr. Caldwell. 


g; 
twelve, to discuss the composition of 
A | the somewhat mythical army corps it was 
peice Pn NDS (LOANS) |the main function of the scheme of the 

si araataal Secretary of State for War to create. 

sill to extend the period of repayment | It was whispered just now in this House 

of Loans for Burial Grounds in Scotland, | that in another place the Government 
ordered to be brought in by Captain! have expressed the surprise with which 
Sinclair and Mr. John Morley. they have always heard the distinguished 
soldiers of this country push the claims 


BURIAL GROUNDS (LOANS) of the Regular service as against the 
(SCOTLAND) BLLL. Volunteers. There is, of course, a little 


tendency upon the other side—there 
is a little tendency on the part of 
the Government. finding that Volun- 
. PTS COS yr head so very much 

he rend a second time upon Monday, nner: a ce, ; 
60 . . “) less than the Regulars of this country do, 

22nd April, and to be printed. [Bill 2°>). ; series 

100.1 finding that the Volunteers raise none 
’ of the recruiting difficulties which are 
raised by the peculiar position of this 
SUPPLY (ARMY ESTIMATES). country as regards foreign service armics 
there is a little tendency on the part 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned of the Government, perhaps. to prefer 
Debate on Main Question | 14th March]. to count heads of army corps which are 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the composed of those forces than army corps 


“To extend the period of repayment 
of Loans for Burial Grounds in Scotland,” 
presented, and read the first time; to 


. po) . 2» ra pls ) ° . 
Chair.”"—(Mr. Brodrick.) composed of Regular forces. And I was 
trying to point out last night how far 

(Question again proposed. that was the case. Of the six army corps 


which the Government present to us 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. three are mainly composed of Regular 
shire, Forest of Dean): During the forees, the third having a certain 
many years that I have been in the number of Militia battalions in it ; but 
service of this House it has so happened the other three are almost entirely com- 
that IT have never, to use our ordinary | posed of Militia battalions and Volunteers, 
slang, talked out a debate until that | and we have not yet heard of the method 
unfortunate event happened to me last) by which the Volunteers are to be 
night. And I can assure the House. trained and brought up to the mark 
Ishould never have dreamed of intruding | and placed in these army corps to make 
on them again on this occasion if it had them other than mythical and imaginary. 


VOL. XCI. [FourTH Serirs.}  — E 
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There is a new development in con- 
nection with this matter which we shall 
watch, all of us who have been reformers 
in this House in the with the 
deepest interest, and that is the new pro 
vision of tield guns for these army corps, 
guns for the Militia and also for the 
Volunteer organisations. The House 
may remember that in the past many of 
us have frequently brought before the 
House the fact that the Swiss are able 
to create a very formidable artillery 
upon a Militia basis, and we, many of us, 
have often expressed our opinion, and 
asked whether it was not possible for us 
here todo what the Swiss have done ona 
Militia system—create, at all events, a 
decent field artillery; but the Govern- 
ment go beyond this, but they do not 
tell us, however, how they intend to 
secure the training of the officers of the 
Volunteers. The money spent on the 
Volunteers especially, | think Volunteer 
officers of this House will admit, was lost 


past, 


and wasted last year in the special camps. ; 


I want to know how the Government are 
going to provide that this Volunteer 
field artillery is going to be a reality in 
these army which so largely 
depend upon it. When this matter has 
been previously debated in this House, 
while it has always been assumed that 
it might be possible to create a Militia 
field artillery, with regard to the Volun- 
teer field artillery the most skilled officers 
have always said you must adopt a mixed 
system, a partially paid system, and you 
could not rely on mere Volunteers for 
skilled drivers of artillery. 


corps 


All this leads one to ask once more, Are 
the Government, with regard to these 
three army corps they form, face to 
face with the facts: have they really 
thought out their scheme sufticiently 
to give anyt hing like reality to the scheme 
they have presented to the House? 
The First Lord of the Treasury, speaking 
last night, said the matter of the training 
of these men was one of the most im- 
portant things which we should have to 
consider in connection with this scheme, 
and | am glad to see upon the Papers 
which have been circulated this morning 


that the training of the Army, and, | | 


imagine, the training of the Militia and 
Volunteers, will be more closely under the 
Commander-in-Chief in the future than 
it has been in the recent past. The 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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' House will remember that great attention 
has been called very recently by debates 
in another place to this subject of the 
Command-in-Chief, and many Mem- 
bers who are interested in the subject 
will remember the discussion we had here 
with regard to it in 1895 and 1896. At 
that time all of us pointed out that, while 
there might be ground for relieving the 


Commander-in-Chief of excessive cen- 
tralisation, ground for relieving him 
notably of supply duties outside the 


proper duties of a Commander-in-Chief, 
everything which had to do with the 
preparation and training of the Army tor 
war ought to be under his control. 
There has recently been a difference 


of opinion on this question, but [ 


am inclined to think, judging from 
the words of «a Memorandum of 


the Secretary of State for War, whieh 
is the last Paper laid before the House 


this morning, that that difficulty is 
likely to be solved in the immediate 
future. I believe that the Order, the 


unfortunate Order of 1895, will be 
modified in accordance with the words 
of the Secretary of State. The words 
to which I attach very great importance, 
and which, if anything can, will tend to 
make these army corps a reality, and to 
prevent inthe future the existence of that 
disgraceful lack of training which has 
admittedly existed in the past are 
these: “I am disposed to think the 
Adjutant General should come directly 
under his control.” We all know 
that the Commander-in-Chief has had 
the general control of the Intelli- 
gence Department and of mobilisation, 
but he has not had the control in the 
same degree of the training or discipline 
ofthe Army which has been directly under 
the control of the Adjutant General, 
himself directly under the control of the 
Secretary of State. I read these words of 
the Secretary of State as being a change 
of front upon this question, and as mean- 
ing that Lord Roberts will have in the 
future control not only over the Intelli- 
gence Department and mobilisation, but 
also over that portion of Headquarters 
which carries out the preparation and 
training of our Army for war. 


| Of course, this army corps system 
raises the whole question of what 
jit is that the British Army is 
needed for—what it has to do, The 
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Secretary of State tells us that his two! self justified the other night in attack- 
great objects are the provision of 115,000) ing, in’ connection with that sub- 
men—lI take his figure for foreign peace | ject, those who desired the existence 
garrisons—for our normal peace garri-| of what he called a separate Army for 
sons abroad. | confess 1 think that the | India, which he attributed to myself. 
South African situation makes it highly | Surely he knows from all the debates that 
probable that that figure of 115,000) what we have advocated is shorter 
will have to be increased in our. service here at home for the purpose of 
future calculations. 115,000, taking his | swelling the Reserves, and a somewhat 
figure for the peace garrisons abroad, lengthened service or term of enlistment 
mainly in hot, unhealthy, and distant for India. Not a separate Army tor 
paces, and the provision of a short- India, but that double system of enlist- 
service Army to fill the Reserves for war. ment that gives a man a chance of two 
Now. on this subject of a short-service forms of Army service, upon which all 
Army to fill the Reserves for war the) military reformers are now agreed, and 
Secretary of State appears to have tried upon which the present Commander-in- 
to make out that the Army reformers Chief expressed himself more strongly 
are in some sense opposed to the short- than any other man. The right hon. 
service system. L should like to ask Gentleman went on to discuss this sub- 
those Members of the House who have ject. He used these words— 
been misled by such suggestions thrown ee eg ee 
out trom time to time to hear what WAS | home, and a more costly Army in India.” 
the Unanimous agreement of the Service ; 
Members upon that subject last year. What right has he to make that state- 
It was in these words, which were in the; ment? ** A less effective Army at home” 
original Memorandum presented to them he is within his right in saying, because 
and which were unaltered by repeated that is a matter within his own know- 
discussion by the Board of some sixty ledge. He is bound by such authorities 
or seventy experienced Members of the as Lord Haliburton and Sir Richard 
House— Knox. At all events, the matter is 
“The terms of service for those wishing to arguable, and it is within the discretion 
serve at home may be shortened to the mini- of the Secretary of State to make that 
mum that will enon ar soldiers, in order statement ; but as to the other objection 
a in the statement—as to our having a more 
Those words have this further im-| costly Army in India—-I confess that I 
portance, that they are almost identical | believe the House will agree with me 
with the words which were used by the that that matter is more within the 
present Commander-in-Chief in 1884) knowledge of the Government of India 
and 1892. In 1884 and 1892 Lord than within the knowledge of the Seere- 
Roberts used these words in regard to! tary of State for War. What is the 
the present terms of service in the) ofticial opinion of the Government of 
Army— India upon this subject? It has never 
; -varied for a day. The officially ex- 
pressed opinion of the Government of 
India upon that subject is diametrically 
He also said— opposed to the opinion of the Secretary 
“Those who do not desire to make the | of State for War, and it is so recorded by 
Army a profes-ion should have a short term of the Royal Commission on Indian ex- 
service and return to civil life and the Re- penditure. ‘That Commission reported 
cia that the witnesses of the Indian Govern- 
Therefore, I think we might take it that ment state that the short-service system 
the Service Members of the House and | imposes a heavy charge on the Indian 
the present Commander-in-Chief are in| revenue, * without compensating ad- 
agreement as to short terms of service| vantage”; that the “soldier sent out is 
for the troops that are to swell the ranks | too young, is more subject to illness, and 
of the Reserves. not so efficient as an older man.” 
| want to ask the Secretary of |'That was recorded by the Commission 
State for War how he thought him-/ as the opinion of the Government of 


/ Be 


“Eight years is too long for a man who 
proposes to return to eivil life. 
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India, and I confess that I attach more 
importance to the official opinion of the 
Government of India than I do to that of 
the Secretary of State for War upon this 
matter. Lord Roberts was called as a 
witness upon the subject, and was some- 
what severely cross-examined by mem- 
bers representing the War Oftice view 
upon the point. He was asked how he 
made out that it would be cheaper tor 
India to have a somewhat longer system. 
as it would be cheaper for us at home to 
have a shorter system, and Lord Roberts 
could not be got: beyond this point—he 
said it appeared to him that the oftener 
you sent people backwards and forwards 
the more expensive it would be. Lord 
Roberts would not budge from. that posi 
tion. The Secretary of State puts his 
view above that of Lord Roberts and the 


Indian authorities. He said in this 
House on the &th February, 1897, 
that the opinion of Lord Roberts on 


that point is important, but that there 
are statistics which are more important 
still. statisties the exact 
statistics which were put before the Com- 


Those are 


mission, and which the Commission has | 


shown India does not admit. The Secre 
tary of State says it is useless to raise 
the soldiers’ pay—anyhow with this 
system. It is useless to try and get 
these 115,000 or more men for foreign 
service by increased pay, because he says 
although the country would be * willing 
to pay heavily ” it would be useless to raise 
the rate of pay unless we doubled. it. 
We should not bring in any more men. 

The right hon. Gentleman goes on to 
that, if recruiting fails, the 
difficulty may be overcome by adopting 
compulsory service, as I understand, for 
home defence—compulsion‘for the Militia. 
But would that overcome the difticulty ? 
He objects to what he calls a separate 
army for India, for foreign service, and 
he explained to the House why such an 
Army would be less effective than the 
present But upon this question 
of compulsion, how does he face the ques- 
tion that, ¢pso facto, the ballot for home 
service would create that separate army 
for foreign service which he so greatly 
deprecates ! It appears to me that no 
man has ever contemplated as he has 
or breathed a word of applying the prin- 
ciple of compulsion to our foreign service, 
which is our heavier service. with its 
Sir Charles Dilke. 


suggest 


one. 


{COMMONS} 





136 


Army Estimates, 


requirement of the 115,000 men that we 


have permanently to keep abroad. And 
so the difficulties of recruiting—-instead 


of bringing elasticity into the condi- 
tions of They are not 
affected in any way by this suggestion 
of compulsion for home service, which 
the Secretary tor War has thrown out. 
But has he the authority of the Govern- 
ment in any way—even putting aside 
all other difticulties—has he the authority 
of the Cabinet. of which the right hon, 
Gentleman is a member, to make any 
suggestion with regard to compulsion at 
home? It isan unusual question, but it is 
a question which we forced to ask 
when we have to consider it in connection 
with this subject. [listened to what the 
Leader of the House said last night. It 
was a sort of sigh. It appeared to me 
to indicate an opinion on his part alto- 
gether hostile to the argument of the 
Secretary tor War. 


service remain. 


are 


*Tue SECRETARY STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) was understood to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman for the passage in the 
speech of the Leader of the House. 


Or 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The sentence 

is not reported, but I will drop it. 1 
will leave it, and will fall back on what 
is reported. That is the opinion of the 
Prime Minister, expressed on behalf 
of the Government last year in the 
House of Lords, in a debate which was 
followed by a division in which every 
single member of the Government in 
the House of Lords, following the 
Prime Minister's speech, voted against 
any form of compulsion for the Militia 
even here at home. 

I have talked with my 
hon. and gallant friends opposite who 
ithink that the deficiencies of — this 
scheme may some day be remedied 
by the adoption of compulsion — here. 
[An Hon. Memper: No, no.}] | 
said some of them. They think that 
the deficiencies of this scheme may some 
day he remedied by the adoption of 
compulsion here—whieh | do not admit. 
hecause it appears to me that compulsion 
for home not meet our 
jneeds or give us what we want, and 
'that it does not in the legst remove all 
ithe difticulties of which I have been 


some ot 


service does 
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speaking. And when I have told them 
that their Prime Minister and_ their 


Government are pledged against it they 
suggest—I dare hardly use the phrases 
they have used with regard to the an- 
tiquity of the Prime Minister's opinions 
on the subject—but they suggest that 
they are a survival of a very distant 


past. But the Prime Minister's words 
are very strong, and it is necessary 


that they should be brought 
the House in this connection. as showing 
that this question of compulsion for 
home service, even if it would solve 
our home. difficulties. which | not 
think it would. must be treated as a 
real and grave difficulty. It was on 
February 20th last year that the Prime 
Minister spoke of the Militia Ballot Bill 
asa“ Bill for effecting a purpose which 
no one has proved to be possible.” 


do 


and to introduce ” such a Bill, would it 
have ‘the slightest chance of passing 
without the most angry and acrimonious 
debate!" That is unimportant. But 
what is important is this. He argued 
that it * would add tothe dangers of the 
country,” and that it would be absolutely 
impossible *toremainat the Militia ballot.” 
| believe that what was in his mind is 
what is in my mind, and what I have 
just been trying to impress on the House 
—that a Militia ballot would not meet 
our difficulties. and that it would be 
useless to have compulsory service unless 
you were prepared to apply it—and 
that was the conclusion of the Prime 
Minister's speech —toyour Regular Army. 
And he said it must come to conscription 
for the Regular Army. That was the 
Prime Minister’s opinion. [ say if we 
are to have any suggestion of the ques- 
tion of compulsion as likely in the long 
run to overcome the emptiness of the 
present scheme. vou are bound, | think, 
to put before the House a little more of 
what your meaning is, because mere 
compulsion for the Militia, the mere 
piling up of the Militia by the ballot. 
although it might do something tor war. 
it does not seem to me that it would in 
the least diminish—I believe that in 


some senses it would increase—your 


difficulties as regards your foreign service 
and your normal drain of 120,000 or 
150,000 men for unhealthy garrisons 


and India. 


You must remember that 


{15 Marcu 1901} 


before | 


He | 


asked, * ifanyone could be found to draw | 
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{the way the matter would be put before 
‘the working classes of the country by 
their chosen leaders would be this. 
| They would say this was a, dangerous 
and unhealthy trade. This service in 
India in time of peace and this service 
in tropical garrisons is a thing which 
the country needs and for which it 
will have to pay. And the introduction 
of compulsion with the view of getting 
over that difficulty would be represented 
to them, and | think naturally, as the 
| country being unwilling to paythe market 
| price for the article it desires to obtain. 
'And though that difficulty is great. 
and has, I believe, always been great, 
surely it has been enormously increased 
by what has recently occurred and the 
very high price you have had to pay 
in the recent war for recruits for service 
in distant places. 

I do not know whether the 
tary of State has the speech 
which was made by the officer com- 
manding the Imperial force which 
went out for the Australian Common- 
wealth celebrations. At every — place 
where that foree was landed this ques 
tion of their pay as compared with 
that of the Colonials was very promi- 
nently brought forward. The character 
of the contrast was so greatly impressed 
on the minds of those on both sides 
both on the Imperial force sent out 
and on the people among whom they 


Secre- 


seen 


were—that the commandant of that 
foree thought it necessary to go out 
of his way to make his final 


speech on that question. He spoke of 
this great difference. indicating, not 
obscurely, his own opinion that the pay 
of the British Army would have to be 
raised. | am not attaching any im- 
portance to the opinion of the individual, 
but my point is that you have increased 
your ditteulties by the high rate of pay 
which you have been forced recently to 
give. and that it is impossible to suppose 
that vou will be able to supply by com 
pulsion. directly or indirectly, this heavier 
part ot our responsibility—the most 
difficult of all of them—to satisty per- 
manently in time of peace this drain of 
120,000 or 150,000 men for places like 
India or South Africa. ‘Therefore it is 
that | regret that we should have a some- 
what vacant scheme, not providing in 
any way for the great drain which will 
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come Upon you at the conclusion of this 
war. but indicating the possibility of 
failure, without any increase of pay or 
any change in the conditions of recruiting, 
but suggesting that in two or three 
years time these difticulties might be 
met by compulsion. which, L believe, 
would never meet them in any way at 
all. The Reserves themselves have been 
counted by the right hon. Gentleman 
in his list of figures at 90,000 men. But 
the 90,000 men will not be there at the 
conclusion of this war. The number 
of the Reserves will have been greatly 
diminished by this war. Actuarial 
calculation will no doubt) show what 
the number is expected to be, but it 
will not be 90,000, and you will also have 
the difticulties | alluded to just now in 
regard to the recruiting of the Indian 
Army and as to the Indian drafts. There 
is no suggestion in the scheme as to 
how the recruiting is to be met, how 
these difticulties are to be met, and 
surely before a suggestion was thrown 
out into the air that compulsion would 
some day meet these difficulties, which, 
1 believe, it cannot solve, an attempt 
ought to have been made—an attempt 
which was fully expected by the country 
would have been made—to increase the 
pay of the soldiers, and to make those 
changes in recruiting which many of 
us believe would greatly affect the matter. 
The Government, however. go, | think, 
on the opposite tack. The Regulars 
are costly and the Volunteers are cheap. 
The Leader of the House boasted last 


Supply ~ 


night that there was no attempt to 
increase the number of the Regular 
forces of the country. He claimed 


credit last night for the Estimate on 
this ground. He said that the only 
increase in the present numbers is the 
10,000 garrison veterans and the in- 
creased number of Yeomanry. I am 
very doubttul whether the 10,000 gar- 
rison veterans will be obtained. If they 
are obtained, of course they are a long- 
service force, and it will alter the whole 
balance of your systern in connection 
with long service and make no contri- 
bution, but, on the contrary, make a de- 


traction from the strength and value | 


of your Reserves. The Government 

point to the same intention by the manner 

in which they bring the Volunteers into 

their Army corps, and I confess that 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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their proceedings have led me to think 
that they attach undue importance to 
mere numbers as contrasted with the 
value of the men and their training. 

I shall not dwell on this matter. We 
have debated it in the past, but I must 
mention in this connection the rein- 
forcements which have been sent out to 
South Africa. The 30,000) men sup- 
plied to Lord Kitchener are untrained 
men. They remind me of nothing so 
much—I see some Scotch Members 
present—as the 30,000 untrained men 
by whom Scotland lost Dunbar. | 
believe that was the number, and thy 
quality of their training was somewhat 
similar. The supply of these untrained 
men and the counting of Volunteers as 
Army corps simply because they give 
numbers at a cheap 


you so many 
rate, goes to show to my mind that 
the Government do not attach sufti- 
cient importance to the quality of 
the training and the value of the 
men, but merely to the importance 


of counting heads. You are sending out 
as rough-riders men who have never 
seen a horse, and paying them a high 
rate of pay as mounted men. You 
are paving men who have never seen a 
horse at a rate of pay almost double the 
pay of the sergeant-majors who have 
had the training of the Regular cavalry 
at Aldershot, and this appears to me 
to have greatly added to the difficulties 
of the Government in regard to this 
question of pay in the future. [ confess 
that, by an earlier preparation of the rein- 
forcements needed. I believe the scandal 
which occurred with regard to the pay 
of the Rhodesian field force would have 
been avoided. It has enormously added 
to the difficulties in the future. The 
Leader of the Opposition asked last night 
what those of us who attack the War 
Oftice on these questions exactly mean. 
He asked us to say whether it is the 
military heads of the Army, or the civilian 
clerks, or the politicians that we mean. 
I confess that I have never been a great 
believer in the value of the opinion 
with regard to the Army of Lord Hali- 
burton and Sir E. Knox, but of the 
value of their services as regards 
work and of their ability there is no 
man in this House who has a_ higher 
opinion than myself, but, after all, they 
have been and the soldiers in the 
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War Office are, very largely — the 
servants of the politicians. I think it 
is upon ourselves that we must. take 
this blame. We must say that it is we 
here who have never given our minds 
sufticiently to the consideration of these 
questions, and that it is not the soldiers 
and not the civilian clerks, but we. all of 
us. Who ought to bear the blame for this 
absence ot preparation for war. 


Supply— 


_ 


*Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham): My only reason for inter- 
vening in this debate is that I have hada 
certain amount of special experience 
which may possibly be of use in discuss- 
ing some of the aspects of this great 
question. I may say, by way of preface. 
that I have served some thirteen years 
in the Army, during the last two and 
a half of which | was Military Attaché 
to the British Embassy in the United 
States. Consequently [ have had a 
unique opportunity of studying the 
military problems and reorganisation 


proposals of the only army in the world | 


which resembles ours in the slightest 
degree, 
the same national insistence on a volun- 
tary system, the same Anglo-Saxon 
man in the street to reckon with, 
and the same inestimable blessing of a 
halfpeuny press to remind Ministers that 
they are mortal and to instruet them in 
their duties. The United States have, 
moreover, also just emerged from a great 
war which has left behind it a legacy 
of guerilla operations, which are still in 
progress and which have so shown up the 
defects of their old military system that 
army reform has beeome one of the | 
pressing political questions of the day. 
| have had the opportunity of studying 
the American army beth in the field and 
subsequently under the process of reform; 
whilst Ido not contend that they have by 
any means solved this question satisfac- 
torily, at the same time | think we can 
learn something from their mistakes. 
In certain directions even we have a great 
deal to learn from their experience. 

Before going on to these special points 
I may perhaps be permitted to make a 
few general remarks on the scheme 
unfolded by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for War. I hope 
he will not think me guilty of presump- 


115 Marcu 190i} 


In the United States they have | 





tion if I venture to express the opinion 





142 


Army Estimates. 


that his speeeh was the most momentous 
statement ever made in the history of 
the British Army. We may not approve 
of his scheme in every detail, but | 
think we must all agree that it shows 
a grasp of broad principles, and that, 
therefore, he has earned our goodwill. 
We shall do what is possible to assist him 
in the path on which he has set out. 1 
listened last night with great attention 
to the strictures on his scheme passed by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition. | hoped that from his 
wide experience in connection with the 
War Office he would have thrown out 
some useful hints in connection with that 
scheme. | must say from my own 
experience of the regime of the Leader of 
the Opposition at the War Office that 
he has left behind him there nothing 
but tender memories on account of the 
courteous and suave manner in which he 
presided over that Department. But when 
I come to consider his present proposals it 
seems to me that his only contribution to 
practical statesmanship in this matter 
was, in the first place. to suggest a de- 
crease in the Army ; secondly, to: recom- 
mend that we should abolish the idea 
of an expeditionary force, as it might pro- 
voke our neighbours ; thirdly, that we 
should increase the civilian element at the 
War Office; and lastly, by way of arming 
the country against possible dangers, he 
advised us to adopt the policy of the 
conciliatory smile in’ dealing with our 
neighbours. | think we all remember 
the sad fate of the young lady of Riga, and 
J am afraid if we adopt this policy of the 
smile, the smile will again be on the face 
of the tiger. The Leader of the Opposi- 
tion then said he feared that the Secre- 
tary of State for War had some great 
military purpose. | venture to hope 
that he has. 1 think it is time that in 
putting forward a scheme of Army re- 
form in this House the Government 
should have some great military pur- 
pose behind it, and 1 venture to ex- 
press the opinion that this great mili- 
tary purpose is to try to bring the 
military forces of this great Empire 
up to the level of its responsibilities. Per- 
haps I may be permitted without 
presumption to offer my congratulations 
to the Army reformers in this House, 
because while they have borne the 
burden and heat of the day, and for many 
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years have been sowing the good seed, it the Army [should advise them to stay at 
is only lately that it has fallen on good home and not make fools of themselves ” 
ground—ground, too, which has often I hope we = shall hear no more of 
been condemned in the past as barren entrusting the defence of this country to 
and unproductive. Still, it has now ‘‘ young men with rifles.” 

brought forwarda harvest which.though There is one point which L think 
perhaps not entirely satisfactory to would strike everyone who heard the 
everyone, is, | hope, only an earnest of right hon. Gentleman's statement, and 
more good things to come. | think the that is that some of the more important 
Army reformers in this House for a long lessons of the war in South Africa have 
time have naturally felt that their pro- been well taken: and, in my opinion, 
posals were not always met inthe spirit if the war did nothing else but 
in which they were made, but | do not) show up the defects of our military 
think they should on that account system, and teach us how to remedy 
abuse the right hon. Gentleman because them, it would be well worth while. He 
he has now come round to their opinions. | struck at the root of the whole matter 
| think they should rather congratulate when he said that the voluntary system 
themselves on having converted him in| is nothing to be proud of unless it pro- 
some respects, and that they should com- duces efficient defenders. That statement 
bine together to help him in every way, has caused a good deal of comment on 
and to give his scheme a chance instead the other side of the House, and_ the 
of merely assailing it with destructive suggestion has been made that the 
criticism. Government is going to introduce a 
system of conscription. I do not think 
that this inference need necessarily be 
drawn. We require a large number of 
recruits each year—I do not know 


In considering this scheme one of the 
first things that suggests itself to my mind 
as striking is that two such high military | 
authorities as the late Commander-in- | _— 
Chief and the present Secretary of State exactly how many—and the question J) 
; shall we be able to get these recruits / If 
not, the whole scheme falls to the ground. 
Therefore, we must either force them into 
the service by compulsion, or make it 


for War have agreed in their characteri- 
sation of the old system. The late 
Commander-in-Chiet called it a Chinese 
system, and the present Secretary of ; 
State for War has called it a Boxer system, Worth their while to come in. 1 think 
These are practically synonymous terms, the country will be willing to try the 
or at any rate both are equally appli- latter alternative first. In connection 
cable, and it occurs to one to ask at this) With my American experience Thad 
point whether the more highly placed | special facilities for studying the problem 
Boxer leaders are to be invited to com-. of recruiting there. and [ did so in great 
mit suicide, according to the latest diplo- | detail during the last two years. 

matic precedent. Personally, | hope not, [ may say that | have examined thous- 
but I feel that until this point is settled ands of American recruits, and [ have 
the Prime Minister must be awaiting | talked to hundreds of them, and when | 
results with a certain amount of say that they are probably superior in 
anxiety. Lam glad that the policy of ; physique and intelligence to any troops 
arming the “man in the street” with | inthe world, I think itis desirable that we 
a rifle is no longer to be relied upon.| should get the same material here it 
1 may perhaps be permitted to! possible. The experience | learned there 
remind the House what the Duke may possibly be useful to the House, and 
of Wellington once said in connee-, | may perhaps be allowed to quote a few 
tion with this view of national defence. figures. First of all, the term of military 
When there was some talk of the possible service is entirely different from our own. 
invasion of this country by France it was | It is only three years. with the option ot 
suggested to the Duke that in such an | re-engagement. A very large proportion 
event all the young men would flock to | re-engage. because it is made worth while 
the coast and hurl the presumptuous todoso. The pay of the private on joining 
invader back into the sea. The Duke of | is 1s. 93d. per day, after two years service 
Wellington smiled grimly and said, * Ifthe | it is raised to ls. 104d., after three years 
voung men of England cannot enlist in to 2s. 04d. ; after four years to 2s. 2d: 
Mr. Arthur Lee. 
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and after five years to 2s.6d. There are no 
“ stoppages’ out of this pay, and the 
figures I have quoted represent what the 
soldier has to spend as he likes. All these 
rates are increased by 20 per cent. in time 
of war, or if the soldier has to serve 
hevond the seas. Of course, it may be 
said that the cost of living in America is 
very much greater, but this counts for 
little in the case of the private soldier, as 
everything is found for him. At these 
rates they succeed in getting men of a 
high physical and intellectual standard. 
The average height of recruits is 5 feet 
7 inches, the average age is twenty-two, 
and all the men must be at least 
able to read and write. Only from 15 to 


20 per cent. of the applicants are enlisted. | 


From these figures I deduce that if we 
could offer a rate of pay for really mature 
men—TI don’t mean for boys—of 1s. 9d. 
per day, it is quite possible that we might 
get as good a class of men as are to be 
vot in America. I believe we could | 
secure really mature men at these rates. | 


which would mean an extra cost of | 
something like £3,000,000 a year. 
From that amount, however, could be 


deducted what is now wasted on mere 
hovs, who are quite unable to take their 
place in the field. I think that by 
adding to these terms some such scheme 
of old age pensions as was suggested in 


{15 Marcu 1901} 





the case of the garrison regiments, it 
would be a sufficient inducement to | 
tempt men to leave the labour market | 
and come into the Army. I rejoice very | 
much that the right hon. Gentleman sug: | 
that ecubieles should be tried in | 
barracks. One of the greatest draw- | 
backs to decent men enlisting are the 
conditions of 


gests 


barrack-room life, espe- 
cially at night. Of course, these 
proposals all mean money, but the! 


right hon. Gentleman stated that he | 
never came down to this House without 
running the gauntlet of spendthrift | 
Members who wanted him to spend more | 
money. | think that fact alone should 
eneotrage him to risk the expense, and 
it he does | will do everything in my 
power to save him from that lamp-post 
in Palace-yard. 

We now come to a very much debated | 
point, and that is the proposal to form | 
these army corps. ‘The army corps has | 
been attacked in no measured terms in the 
course of the debate, and | must say my- | 
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self that I am not at all enamoured of that 
form of unit. At the same time, we must 
give the right. hon. Gentleman’s scheme 
a chance. If he can produce six army 
corps ready in all respects to take the 
field, 1 do not think we have any right to 
condemn his proposals offhand. He 
does not put them forward merely on 


his own initiative, but on the 
advice of Lord Roberts. The Leaders 
of the Opposition contended last 
night that Lord Roberts really could 
not know much about the matter, 


because he had been only two months at 
the War Office. I am not sure that that 
fact in itself may not be of great advan- 
tage to him. But his study of the mili- 
tary requirements of this country has 
| extended not over two months, but over 
more than fifty years, from a time before 
the present Secretary of State for War 
| was even born. We must give Lord 
Roberts and the Secretary of State a 
chance to produce these army corps before 
we condenin their proposals as absurd or 
ridiculous. 

In some respects, perhaps, the most im- 
portant part of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s statement was that in’ which he 
expressed his determination to appoint 
none but competent generals and com- 
manding officers to posts of high com- 
mand. He has not underrated the 
difficulties of this task, and the debate 
which took place on last Monday and 
Tuesday nights has afforded conclusive 
proot of the obstacles he will have to 
face in this House as well as outside. 
But the House and the country must sup- 
port the right hon. Gentleman against the 
paralysing influences of good nature and 
aristocratic connections, and I prefer to 
believe that they will. It is difficult to 
imagine a more vicious or demoralising 
influence than that of the appointment to 








ithe command and instruction of young 


troops at home of generals or com- 
manding officers who, being proved 
inefficient in the field, have been sent 
home as failures. The enforcement of 
such a rule must, of course. bring a 
certain amount of hardship upon indi- 
viduals, but the interests of the public 
service are infinitely above the interests 
of individuals, and all | would add on 
this point is that it would be a wise 


policy to give these officers who have 


committed no crime, beyond incom- 
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petence, the opportunity of resigning, take part in any scheme of co-operative 


without public scandal. 
be better to allow them, if possible, to 
retire without any loss of pension. If 
the Secretary of State really succeeds 
in appointing none but the best imen 
to positions of high command, he wil! 
at one stroke have done one of the first 
things needful to reform both the War 
Office and the Army. 

[ should like to enter my vigorous 
protest against the vicious practice ot 
emasculating the War Office at the com- 
mencement of a war, when the co-opera- 
tion of the trained staff is most needed. 
by releasing a large portion of the staff 
officers for serviee in the field. In the 
case of the Intelligence Department, 
which is only a small body, L believe 
that at the beginning of the present 
war no than seventeen officers, 
who had been trained to the duties 
of the Department, were allowed to 
go to the front. Such a practice would 
destroy the efficiency of any office. and 
it isalso hard upon ofticers who have to 
take up the appointments temporarily, 
Such officers merely keep the places warm, 
doing all the dirty work when the 
strain is greatest, and are unceremoni- 
ously bundled out when the warriors 
return from the front. Any officer 
appointed to a highly paid post in the 
War Office should be appointed only 
on the clear understanding that he serves 
in that office, subject to his efficiency. for 
a full fixed term. and that no volunteering 
for active service can be permitted. 
Another practice to be avoided is the 
sending of our trained non-commissioned 
staff to the front, as under such cireum- 
stances the young recruits who pour in 
during the time of war have no proper 
instruction. Instead of the training 
staff being weakened at such a time. 
it should rather be increased. In regard 
to the raising of the Imperial Yeomanry, 
I must express deep regret that the ques- 
tion of the co-operative defence of the 
Empire has not been brought forward in 
some shape inthis connection. It may be 
said that the time is not ripe. 1 think 
the time is peculiarly ripe. I have 
lived for some years in the Colonies and 
am still in touch with Colonial opinion, 
and my belief is, whatever the Govern- 
ments of the Colonies may be saving, 
that the people are only too ready to 

Mr, Arthur Lee 


less 


It might also! 


| 


defence of the Empire if you will give 
them the opportunity. The Govern- 
ments are waiting to see which way 
the cat will jump, and IJ believe that 
any  well-considered proposal — would 
meet with a most enthusiastic response. 
Failing such a proposal, I wish the 
right hon. Gentleman had been able 
to suggest a scheme by which each of the 
Colonies concerned would have accepted 
a fixed share, however small, in the Impe- 
rial offensive Army. We ought to know 
just how many men we can count upon 
and of what arms, and they ought to. 
have their fixed place in the mobilisation 
tables. If anything of that sort is done, 
I hope the men we get will be mounted 
infantry or artillery, and that we shall 
hear no more about “dismounted men 
preferred.” With regard to the great 
question of the training of the Army, | 
hope that in any future arrangement 
the training will be extended continu- 
ously as far as possible all the year 
round. We are the only country in the 
world, except China. which expects to 
fight only in fair weather. As to the 
question of the proposed Volunteer 
artillery, I do not think it would be 
possible to train Volunteer batteries by 
giving them only thirty days in camp. 
Whatever may be given to the infantry 
Volunteers, | hope more training will 
be given to the artillery. Another 
most important point is the provision 


of a larger supply of small-arm ammu- 
nition for the use of our infantry. 


The shooting of the American infantry 
soldier is infinitely superior to that of 
our own; the reason being that he is 
allowed practically as much ammunition 
as he pleases; and is given a range to 
use as well. At the same time, of course, 
there is more room for ranges in America. 
One other point in connection with 
mounted troops is the weight of the 
equipment our horses have to carry. | 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will take 
advantage of the American experience 
in lightening the load. The American 
saddle is much lighter than ours, and 
the eyuipment the horses have to carry 
on service when chasing bands of 
Indians—which work may be said to 
resemble somewhat our present operas 
tions—is also much lighter. | should be 
very pleased to give the right hon, 
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Gentleman privately certain information 
which IL have on this subject. The 
United States cavalry are very much 
better trained than are our cavalry 
in scouting, dismounted duties, and 
especially horse-mastership. 1 was glad 
to hear that the right hon. Gentleman 
isto ask for more money to be spent on 
manoeuvre grounds. 


Mr. BRODRICK: More power. 


*Mr. Artuur LEE: As long as the 
right hon. Gentleman gets — the 


mancwuvring grounds L care very little 
whether it is by powers or by money, 
as the amount involved is so small. 
The Germans are spending only about 
£300,000 annually on their whole 


system of camps, while they have spent | 


only £6,000,000 in all. With regard to 
the training of officers, | am very glad 
there is to be a Committee 
into the courses of instruction. at the 
Royal Military Academy and Royal 
Military Colleges. Personally, 1 think 
the course of training at these schools 
is at present unreal and unpractical. 
With the exception of, perhaps. a 
certain amount of drill, one learns nothing 
whatever that is of the slightest use 
in after service. [| hope the Committee 
will investigate the courses of study 
and the experience gained at that excel- 
lent institution the Royal Military College 
at Kingston, Canada. Having had the 
honour of being instruetor there for 


to examine | 


(15 Maren 1901} 
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very enthusiastic response in the Army, 
From what I have seen of Government 
tailors and regimental fitters, Lam 
sure the results would not be very satis 
factory. It would, however, be an excellent 
thing if uniforms were simplified and 
the cost reduced to the lowest possible 
figure. 

As to the “engrossing topic” of the 
Order in Council, | understand that the 


‘right hon. Gentleman has stated that 


| Lord Roberts, who has not served in the 


War Office previously, wishes to see the 
full horrors of the system before ex- 
pressing any opinion upon it. If this 


‘is so, | think we are bound to respect 


that wish. and therefore 1 do not 
propose to enter now into the question 


/which has recently been ventilated in 


‘another place with such unsatisfactory 


five years, I can testify that the course ; 


is infinitely more practical than at 
either of our military colleges, and this 
has been proved by results, The hon. 
Member who referred to the question of 
ofticers’ expenses greatly over-estimated 
the figures. He quoted only his experi- 
ence of certain crack regiments, and 
took the expenses of the whole Army to 
be in like proportion. There is no 
objection, | think, to having one or two 
crack regiments, but there are an enor- 
mous number of regiments, notably 
the Artillery, Engineers, and Infantry, 
in which young officers with only small 
allowances of £100 a year, or even less, are 
able to get on perfectly well. I must say I 
do not think the right hon. Gentleman’s 
oe pm have officers’ uniforms made 
y Government tailors will meet with any 


' are here in China. 


results. L must, however, warn the 
right hon, Gentleman that if this 


matter is not dealt with it will become 
even more engrossing in the future than 
it is at present. I will only add now 
that the usefulness of the Committee at 
present sitting on the War Office has 
been much impaired by the faet that 


they are not allowed to go behind 
that Order in Council, and there- 
fore are unable to examine the real 


cruz of the whole matter. I heartily 
endorse the tribute of the right hon. 
Gentleman to the labours of the War 
Oftice staff during the war. We hear so 
much of “war as made in Germany ” 
that it is refreshing to learn that the 
German expedition to China was so badly 
organised and equipped that it was quite 
unable to take the field until we had 
fitted out and assisted it from our own 
stores. In this connection | may read 
to the House an extract from a letter 
which I received a few days ago from 
General Chaffee, who commands the 
American Army in China. He says— 


“T really have had much pleasure in meet- 
ing with ofticers of the British Service who 
A very splendid lot of 
men they are too, from the general com- 
manding, down through all with whom I have 
had intercourse. I say to you very frankly 
that I admire the straightforward way the 
British have of doing things, and they have 
the best statf organisation in China. The 
equipment of the force is also good for service 
in China. I read the order for their mobilisa- 
tion in India. It is a marvellous exhibition 
of foresight, and yet is nothing more than 
experience setting in motion the staff for a 
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division, with everything necessary to the 
perieco working of the machine mentioned by 
name. 


Supply— 


That is, I think, very,satisfactory testi- 
mony. | am glad, also, to hear that 
the right hon. Gentleman proposes to 
appoint retired military officers to some 
of the clerkships in the War Oftice. 


Little enough is at present done for 
such officers, and they would have. 


at any rate, some knowledge of the 
needs of the Furthermore, 
a little additional encouragement might 
be given to young officers. It does 
not stimulate officers to study their 
profession to their best 
energies to it if they are continually 
snubbed and repressed. It may seem a 
small matter to the House, but I fail to 
see why when an officer is ordered to 
take a Journey on the public serviee, and 
has to pay his expenses out of his own 
pocket. beforehand, his accounts should 
always be scrutinised in a spirit as though 
he was suspected of embezzlement ; 
why in matters of a halfpenny he should 
have to enter into a lengthy and aeri- 
monious correspondence with the Pay- 
master. This may be a small point, but 
it meansa good deal to officers. and, after 
all, courtesy costs nothing. Moreover. 
it is a serious error of policy to  post- 
pone the rewards for distinguished 
services until the ambitious blood has 
become chilled, and hope deferred has 
made the heart sick. 

I thank the House for having listened 
so patiently to my remarks. They are not 
inany way intended to traverse the whole 
of the right hon. Gentleman's speech, but 
I felt that IT must touch upon certain 
points in regard to which | had special 
experience. [| have no desire to examine 
the Secretary of State's scheme in a 
hypercritical spirit, and in any criticism 
| have made, or may in future make, 
I wish to assure the right hon. Gentleman 
that | am actuated solely by a desire 
to strengthen his hands, and to give 
him every possible assistance in his 
courageous and statesmanlike attempt 
to bring the military forces of this great 
Empire toa level with its responsibilities. 


Service. 


or give 


or 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): May I venture to appeal to the 
House to allow the Speaker now to leave 
Mr. Arthur Lee, 
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the Chair. We have still two Votes to 
get, and on those two Votes exactly the 
/same discussion can be continued ; while 
if we are driven late there may be some 
difficulty in finishing the two Votes. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stat- 
fordshire, Lichfield) suggested that the 
general discussion should be continued 
on the present motion, and the division 
taken on the Votes afterwards, as on a 
previous occasion the debate on the War 
Office had been checked when the House 
went into Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was really 
a matter of indifference which 
was taken. but possibly there might be 
a hitch at the end, and some difficulty 
experienced in getting the Votes through. 
He thought the better course would be 
for the Speaker to leave the Chair at this 


stage. 


course 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) concurred 
in the view of the Leader of the House, 
and said he had no doubt a certain lati- 
tude of discussion would ke allowed. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


(SUPPLY.) 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Army Estimates, 1901-2. 
A. 450.000. Number of Land Forces. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: | 
listened to the able speech of the right 
hon. Member for the Forest of Dean and 
the hon. Member for Fareham Division. 
‘and was much much struck by the 
‘ability and technical knowledge dis- 
played, and its usetulness in a debate ot 
this kind. No doubt they compared very 
favourably with the eloquent speeches ot 
the Leader of the Opposition, the right 
hon. the Member for West Monmouth.and 
the Leader of the House. They were 
businesslike. What is wanted is that 
‘hon. Members who have gained expe- 
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rience should put their views before the 
House, so that the Secretary of State for 
War may get some idea of what is thought 
in the country as well as at the War Office. 


Anyone who heard the Secretary of 
State for War could not help realising 
the enormous amount of work he has 
done in the War Office in times gone by, 
and the large technical knowledge he has 
acquired of the subject. No doubt his 
scheme is, on paper, very good. — If it 
could be carried out, it would be one of 
the best schemes ever submitted to the 
House for re-modelling the Army. But 
there are several) things which 
doubts as to whether it can be 
eurried out. | have never met a single 
oticer who has not spoken of the dif_- 
culty of getting recruits for the Regular 
Army. I believe even the War Office 
is not ignorant of these difficulties, 
because from a conversation [ had with 
him nine months ago, the late Under- 
Secretary for War looked forward to the 
difticulty of getting recruits to keep up the 
strength of the Regular Army. Another 
difficulty is that of organisation. It is a 
magnificent organisation on paper. We 
have been before offered schemes of organi- 
sation on paper which were quite beautiful, 
and [ question whether that unfolded by 
the Secretary for War will be very much, it 
at all, better than that we had at the 
beginning of the war in South Africa. 
I trust that the present Secretary for 
War will do more for his predecessors 
in transforming visionary schemes into 
realities, and in getting his proposals 
transferred from paper into action 
at once. 


raise 


We are all grateful to the Secretary 
for War for having increased the 
artillery. There is not a single Service | 
Member in the House who has not for | 
years past begged the War Office to 
increase our artillery and raise the pro- 
portion of guns to the same figure aa | 
in foreign armies. Year after year there 
were debates in the House ee 
whether the guns were up to modern | 
pattern, and year after year we were | 
told that they were quite perfect. Only | 
the other day the Secretary for War | 
quoted a military expert, 


who. stated | 
that our field guns were as good as any | 
in Europe. T hat has hardly heen proved | 


in the South African War, because the} 1 
i} 


MARCH 1901} 


(the Army, 
‘only to charge a mob in bread riots. J] 


ithe Service 
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Soer guns were better than ours. And 
why is it, if they were as good as any in 
Europe. that the War Office bought the 
other day seventy-two guns in Germany 
of a new pattern, for w hic h special ammu- 
nition must be made? If our guns are 
quite perfect, why buy guns in Germany, 
not to send out to South Africa but to 
arm our artillery at home? No doubt 
the guns in South Africa were bad wea- 
pons, and I hope the Secretary for War 
will concentrate his attention on this 
question until we obtain better guns than 
at present. 


I come to the cavalry proposals. We 


heard something about the re-arming 
of the Yeomanry, but nothing about 


the training and re-arming of the 
cavalry. The hon. Member for Fareham 
Division mentioned the superior training 
and equipment of the American cavalry, 
and one of the most important points in 
any Army reform will be to make our 
cavalry more efficient in scouting, more 
useful in feeling for the enemy, and in 
fighting on foot. and to make them less 
fond of the shock of the sabre and the 
lance. It was only a few years ago that 
the lance was introduced in our cavalry, 
and I think that experience has proved 
that the lance is the one thing to make 
our cavalry useless, as it attracts the at- 
tention of the enemy from a long distance. 
Cavalry should be the eyes and ears of 
and not like Yeomanry, fit 


sincerely hope we shall never have mobs 
rising to demand bread, and need to have 
tosuppress them by cavalry charges. We 
want our cavalry to be the eyes and the 
feelers of our Army, and they have not 
been trained at all in that way. Besides 
the Regular cavalry, as we have got it, 
there is none at present, and will not be 
for some time to come, until the Imperial 
Yeomanry is raised, with the Reserve 
forces. In the memorandum made_ by 
Members last year it was 
pressed on the Government that we 
should have in England a_ foree  tho- 
roughly equipped with artillery, cavalry, 
and a supply train. as well as infantry. 
That is what we have never had. We 
have had plenty of infantry, but have 
been*deficient in cavalry and artillery, 
and there is no proposal to produce the 

reserve cavalry for a long to time ccme, 
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When the Imperial Yeomanry are raised 
I hope it will not be the scamped article 
we have sent out to South Africa. We 
want something better trained, and I 
should like much to know whether it is 
going to differ from mounted Militia. 
They are to get something like a month’s 
training, and to be treated exactly as 
Militia, being taught to fight on foot. The 
only difference will be that they are to be 
paid 5s. a day instead of Is. given to the 
Militia, and they are to be mounted. | 
do not understand how the Government 
aretosupply the mounts. Ifthe 5s. aday 
went for supplying the horses and the 
keep of the horses. nobody could complain ; 
but if the pay is to be 5s. free, then it will 
draw away recruiting from the regular 
eavalry and the ordinary Militia. Last 
vear and the year before the Guards were 
increased so that some of them might be 
sent to Gibraltar or Malta, in order to 
relieve the line battalions there ; but that 
increase is to be maintained, and the 
Guards are to be withdrawn from Medi- 
terranean duty. The great difficulty at 
the present moment is that of the foreign 
garrisons. Of course we have been told 
about the veteran garrison regiments, 
but we have not had the latest infor- 
mation as to the recruiting of these 
garrison regiments. It was expected 
that they would be recruited from the 
Royal Reserves, but these were for a long 
time unarmed and untrained, until the 
need for them had gone by, and more- 
over there was no place to put them in 
if the other troops had come home. I 
have been told on fairly good authority 


Supply— 


that the recruiting of the — garrison 
regiments from the Royal Reserves 
has been a dead failure. The hon. 


Member for the Chelmsford Division of 
Essex told us that in one district only 
94 out of 1,500 had volunteered, and 
12 of these had been rejected by the 


doctor. In another garrison town where 


{COMMONS} 


‘a dav for 


there were 4,000 Royal Reserves the) 


magnificent number of 50 had been col- 
lected from the garrison 
Even if these figures were doubled what 
prospect is there of getting eight bat- 
talions? I quite agree, however, that 
there will be many more than now at 
the close of the war, but not the number 
necessary, for the men who come home 
will expect to get civil employment. 
Reservists may Le very willing to go to 
Mr, Courtenay Warner. 


regiments. | 
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the front for a year, but it is not very 
likely that they will desire to spend the 
rest of their lives in Malta or Gibraltar, 
and I am quite sure it is altogether hope- 
less to expect to get eight battalions for 
garrison duty. If three are got it may, 
however, be some relief, and set two bat- 
talions of Guards and one line regiment 
free. 

On the subject of the difficulty of get- 
ting recruits, | would point out the utter 


fallacy of that being solved by the 
ballot for the Militia. No country 


in the world has compulsory service for 
foreign service. Moreover, no country 
would stand it. However many troops 
we could get in England by compulsory 
service for home defence, we could not 
get the troops in that way to go abroad, 
The ballot for the Militia if carried out in 
the old way would result simply in buy- 
ing substitutes, and we could not keep up 
foreign garrisons to be perpetually: sta- 
tioned abroad. Tam pleased to find that 
having a Militiaman as an Under Secre- 


tary for War has done much for the 
Militia, and | congratulate the War 


Office upon it. The £3 bounty and 3d. 
messing will be a great 
incentive to recruiting, but there are still 
two or three things lacking. The em- 
bodied Militia have been dealt with more 
liberally in regard to clothing than in 
times gone by, but there is room for im- 
provement in the quality of the clothes. 
If you are going to embody the Militia 
you ought to give them a swagger kit, 
and improve the quality of the clothing 
in many ways, and also make it fit for 
foreign service, so as toavoid the necessity 
for re-clothing them beforethey go abroad. 
I think an immense deal might be gained 
for the Army if the Militia were enlisted 
both for home and foreign service. — It is 
true that many Militia regiments have been 
got to volunteer for foreign service ; but 
the manner in which they have been 
asked to volunteer has caused all sorts of 
jealousies. [ know of one instance 
where a colonel never thought of volun- 
teering, and, when reminded that he 
might do so, he volunteered and the 


| regiment was not taken, while another 


regiment which volunteered at first was 
taken. Another point is that very often 


‘the regiment which volunteers is very 


regiments are 
Or there 


weak, whereas strong 
wanted for foreign service. 
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may he very few officers, especially voung 
officers, and that is a very serious matter. 
Practically all the young officers have been 
swept out of the Militia into the Regular 
Army, and there are very few regiments 
with senior subalterns of more than one 
year’s training. In many _ regiments 
there is at present not a single subaltern 
of more than three months standing. 
This is a very serious matter, because it is 
a fact that it is very much harder to work 
a Militia than a Regular regiment, 
partly because they have not had the 
same training, and partly because they 
have civilian ideas. Another point is that 
the old system should be reverted to of 
putting a good non-commissioned officer, 
when he is found, on to the permanent 
staff. At the present moment the per- 
manent Militia non-commissioned officers 
are taken from the Regular Army, and the 
result is that when the best non-commis- 
sioned officers in the Regular Army are 
abroad, there are none worth anything 
to send to the Militia. There is. still 
another point. When a Militia regiment 
is embodied and short of men, it should 
he allowed in certain circumstances to 
recruit beyond its own district. 1 myself 
do not believe in voluntary field artillery. 
No doubt it is better than none at all, 
but | do not believe that it will ever be 
efficient. I would like to know whether 
it is intended to have any Militia artillery 
as well. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
tae WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) said it was 
intended to raise batteries of Militia 
artillery. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Tam 
gratified at that answer. A very impor- 
tant point has beer brought forward 
with regard to the Volunteers in respect 
to the training of officers. It has been 
suggested by the Secretary of State 
that the Militia and Volunteers would 
have opportunity of training: but that 
is not the point. It is not a question 
of men taking an opportunity of learning 
their duty—those who are keen upon 
that will always take every opportunity, 
hut there are others who are not keen 
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about their work—what is required is | 
some further training for the ordinary more generals than any army in the 
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Volunteer officer, who should be better 
trained, to make the battalion efficient. 
There is one point with regard to the 
Volunteers and Yeomanry sent to South 
Africa in which they were deficient : there 
was a very great lack of discipline. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): No, no; not at all. The hon. 
Gentleman has no business to bring 
charges of this sort. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I do 
not suggest there is any refusal to march 
or anything of that kind, but there are 
very irksome details, on fatigue duty, 
for instance, which Volunteers and 
Yeomanry are never efficient in, and | 
hope some extra training will be given 
to them so as to bring them into closer 
touch with military matters. With re- 
gard to organisation, people in_ this 
world do not believe much = in army 
corps as army corps, but they believe 
in artillery, cavalry, and infantry in 


proper proportions. — Tf creating an 
army corps means providing — these 


things in their proper proportion then 
it will be a very good thing. With 
regard to decentralisation, if it is in- 
tended to decentralise by giving much 
of the work done at Pall Mall to local 
commanders, the work must be done 
thoroughly, and the staff at Pall Mall 
thoroughly reorganised so as to do away 
with any unnecessary clerks. With re- 
gard to decentralisation, complaint is 
made that one of the difficulties in that 
process is that local officers are quite 
as dilatory in their work as the War 
Office itself. That is due to their having 
heen trained on War Office principles. 
One of the most necessary things is to 
do away with all the unnecessary letter 
writing. If it be true, as is suggested 
by the Secretary of State, that there 
are 3.500 letters to be answered daily, 
the reform ought to have taken place 
years ago. The most important part of 
the scheme, so far as I can see, is with 
regard to the promotion of general 
officers, and | hope that the House will 
receive more than a mere statement 
that the War Office will only turn com- 
petent men into generals. Having re- 
gard to the size of our Army we have 














159 Napply {COM MONS} Army Estimates, 160 
world. At Gibraltar there are no less *Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 


than five to command 5,000 men, when 
one general to do the Governor’s work 
and two colonels are amply sufficient. 
Then at Halifax and Esquimault, with 
an establishment of 2.110 men, we have 
a full general drawing £2.000 a year, 
with a house, coals, table allowance. and 
forage allowance, which is a somewhat 
large amount. taking it altogether, to 
pay for the command of 2.110) men. 
We seem to be increasing the number 
of generals although we do not increase 
the number of our troops. The policy 
of the War Office has resulted in’ the 
production of the most expensive article 
in the Army, the general. One sugges- 
tion that has been made is a very good 
one, which is that a man should not be 
promoted higher than a brigadier except 
for distinguished service. A scheme of 
this kind is not a good one unless it 
reduces expenditure and extravagance, 
Extravagance should be cut off. In 
our case we could do with at least halt 


the staff officers and generals that we | 


have at present. No doubt the ability 
of some of the officers in the field will 
have to be provided for. but there ought 
to be a corresponding decrease in generals 
by seniority. Thesstatement as to effi 
cient garrisons is fictitious. There is no 
provision for getting recruits for the 
Regular Army, and we should only have 
skeleton battalions, very pretty to look: 
at upon paper but of no use in the field. 
There is no real scheme tor decentralisa- 


tion, because the right hon. Gentleman | 


cannot vet trust the generals to be less 
dilatory in their methods than the War 
Office. and there can be no decentralisa- 
tion until the generals are properly 
trained to the work. Pall Mall is the 
only place as to which the Committee 
has no definite statement, though they 
know from the late Commander-in-Chief 
that the system existing there does not 
work, and that some reform is urgently 
required in order that the War Office 
should work properly. So far as reforms 
go there are a few small reforms in the 
scheme of the right hon. Gentleman, 
and with regard to those the right hon. 
(tentleman can depend upon the support 
of every Service Member in the House, 
but when it to great reforms 
we think the scheme is a mythical one 
and will prove a failure. 


comes 


Mr. Courtenay Warner. 


mouth) said that in his opinion the most 
important feature of the whole scheme 
was that it transposed the order in which 
the country had regarded for the last 
forty years our military obligations in the 
respect that an effective army for oversea 
service Was put first and everything else 
afterwards. That was where the scheme 
of the right hon. Gentleman was a great 
reform. What he liked about 
departure was that it came down trom 
the nebulous atmosphere of army Corps, 
which meant anything or nothing, and 
gave plain figures. The right” hon, 
Gentleman came down to the House and 
said that, after providing for India and 
foreign garrisons, the necessities of Em- 
pire demanded a foree of 120,000 men 
organised, trained, and equipped as a 
field army for service abroad. 

With that preface, he desired to ask if 
those 120,000 men were to be ready to 
start on oversea service at any moment, 
and, if so, he desired to know when, 
under the scheme, those 120,000 men had 
sitiled what remained to maintain that 
force for an indefinite period in the field ! 
The second question he desired to put was 
what was the proportion of cavalry, of 
field artillery, and of infantry that would 
remain as a reserve ready to follow them 


the new 


when required for reinforcements in the 
field.- ile had never been one of those 
who condemned Mr. Cardwell’s scheme ; 
he always urged that it did not contem- 
plate the exigencies of actual war, and it 
did not contemplate greater expense over- 
sea in times of international peace. This 
scheme was based on the foundation of 
the necessity of meeting a state of inter- 
national war. With regard to the em- 
ployment of the Yeomanry, there was no 
indication in the minds of the Govern- 
ment that this time was opportune for 
bringing together all the army forces 
required, but the forces proposed to he 
raised under the head of Yeomanry could 
not possibly be so called; they were 
mounted men for military purposes, but 
certainly not Yeomanry. And why 
were they called Imperial? He pro- 
tested at a time like this against con- 
ferring the name of “ Imperial” upon a 
force which was not ‘ Imperial,” and 
which originally was only organised for 
the purposes of meeting invasion. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
called attention to the inequalities of pay 
as between the Colonial troops and the 
Yeomanry and the men of the Regular 
Army. He was not interested very much 
in urging upon the Government the 
idvisability of increasing the pay of the 
men of the Regular Army, and he must 
be understood as opposing the war in 
every possible way. The point which 
he raised was not merely with reterence 
to the war but the principle which had 
recently been set up of paving one class of 
men a certain rate of pay and paying the 
vast bulk of the men of the Army another 
rate. He asked the Under Secretary of 
State for War to tell him the number of 
men under arms in South Africa at the 
present time who were receiving not less 
than 5s.a day. There were thousands of 
Colonial troops in South Africa who had 
heen all through the war receiving 5s. a 
lav. They might be worth it. for he was 
not competent to pass an opinion on this 
matter, though one might come to the 
‘conclusion from the length of time the 
war had taken, and from the unsatis- 
factory position the war was in at present, 


that those men were not worth three 
farthings a day. Why = should the 


Regular Army—the men of the Highland 
Brigade who fought so bravely and lost 
so heavily in South Africa, the men of 
the Connaught the Dublin 
Fusiliers. and the Inniskilling Fusiliers, 
who had gone through the greatest: pos- 
sible hardship and toil—receive 1s. a day, 
while the gaudily dressed troopers from 
Australia received 5s. a dav?) He had 
received representations from many men 
in the Regular Army pointing out that 
the utmost discontent and dissatisfaction 
existed in many corps because, although 
they had gone through all the hardships 
ofthe campaign in a greater degree than 
many of the Colonial troops, they only 
received Is. per day. They were told 
with pride from time to time that this 
war, though disastrous in many respects, 
had in one respect been a glorious success, 
inasmuch as it had shown that this world- 
wide Empire was one, and that at sound 
of the drum and the first appearance of 
danger thousands of stalwart colonists, 
trom Australia and elsewhere, joined the 
colours. What did it amount to! Ii 


Rangers, 


they offered the Australian and other 
troops the beggarly Ls. a day which they 
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gave to the Gordon Highlanders and to 
the Dublin Fusiliers they would not get 
1,000 men to come from the whole of 
Australia. Why was it that men were 
flocking still in thousands to South 
Africa! It was because they were offer- 
ing these young men the extraordinary 
and unprecedented pay of 5s. a day. 
Before they boasted of the devotion of 
the colonies to the mother country, and 
before they said that they were in any 
way enthusiastic over this war, they must 

see whether at the ordinary rate of pay 

these men would come to serve. They 

sometimes heard a talk of conscription. 

The hon. Member said they would never 

want conscription as long as they gave 

ds. a day. At that rate they would get 

all the men they needed. If the right 

hon. Gentleman would give some reason 

for paying these men 5s. a day he would 

be satisfied, but if not he was afraid that 

on the next Vote he would have to move 

a reduction. 


CoLONEL WELBY (Taunton) said he 
most heartily welcomed the scheme of the 
right hon. Gentleman, and congratu- 
lated him upon his courage and devotion 
to duty in submitting it. He was only 
sorry that the plans of reform had not 
been adopted sooner. If the foundation 
of this great reorganisation had been laid 
in time of peace it would have been much 
more easy to carry out the work. To 
carry out a scheme like this they needed 
the public opinion that had been gene- 
rated by the war. He thought he might 
fairly claim that there was an amount of 
public opinion in this country tending 
towards Army reorganisation, which 
was very much greater than had been 


jacknowledged by either Front Bench in 


that House. Had the foundation of this 
scheme been laid in time of peace hundreds 
of lives would have been saved in South 
Africa, and millions of money would have 
been saved. One of the great features 
of the scheme was the adoption of the 
army corps system. Personally he had 
advocated that system over and over 
again in the House ; but in criticising the 
scheme of the right hon. Gentleman he 
feared that he must differ trom him as to 
the number of army corps, or military 
districts, into which the United Kingdom 
was to be divided. He believed that one 
of the lessons of the war was that the 


F 
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army corps system was unfitted for | officers had been living. Officers who 
our needs either for defence or for, were known to the great officials of the 
offence. The true unit of organi-) Armyhada far better chance of promotion 


sation for the Army was the division. 
and, after all, the army corps was merely 
the grouping together of two or three 
divisions. It would be far better. instead 
of trying to create these army corps, that 
we should divide the United Kingdom 
into three great military commands 
South Britain, North Britain, and 
Ireland. Into those important military 
districts we could put as many divisions 
as the organisation required. He 
helieved that the organisation of military 
commands and divisions would over- 
come the many difficulties which were 
foreshadowed in the present scheme, and 
he would most earnestly press the right 
hon. Gentleman to caretully consider the 
scheme before he finally decided upon the 
shape of the permanent organisation of 
the Army. 

One of the great features of the army 
corps organisation was decentralisation. 
The result of that decentralisation seemed 
to be that the organisation of the War 
Office became a secondary consideration. 
He believed that as long as the power was 
centred there it was absolutely necessary 
that there should be responsibility clearly 
defined : but the moment they appointed 
great executive officers commanding 
arge districts in this country, who would 
advise with the Secretary of State for 
War. he thought the organisation of the 
War Office might well be left to the 
Secretary of State and the Commander- 
in-Chiet to arrange between themselves. 
A part of the scheme, also, was that which 
arranged for peace commands to be the 
same as those in war. He looked upon 
this as being fraught with one of the 
greatest advantages to the Army. Not 
only would it be the means of training 
our generals and staff, but it would be 
the means of overcoming that difficulty 
which had become apparent in_ the 
present war—the want of professional 
zeal in our officers. 

He believed that zeal and the desire for 
efficiency were equally distributed among 
all classes of officers in the Army. If that 
was the case. we must look deeper for 
the want of professional zeal which had 
been displayed in the present war. He 


than regimental officers and minor staff 
officers scattered throughout the country. 
A man knew that. however devoted he 
might be to his duty, and however he 
might render himselt efficient. unless he 
came under notice or made himselt 
prominent in some way he had little or no 
chance of getting on. Some one had said 
that promotion in the Army was seniority 
tempered by interest. No one had ever 
said that it was seniority tempered by 
zeal. Under the new system generals 
would try to pick up and select the very 
best men. He was pertectly certain that 
the duties of the Board of Selection at the 
War Office would be infinitely lighter and 
more satisfactory. The real difficulty 
with regard to the reduction of expenses 
was the comparison between different 
regiments. One aspect of the question 
could be dealt with by the central authori 
ties at the War Office. and that was that 
when a sumptuary regulation was pub 
lished it should be enforced upon all regi- 
ments alike with absolute impartiality. 
This was not entirely a niilitary question. 
Civilians could greatly help. If a regi- 
ment did not give an entertainment 
costing each officer perhaps £40 it was 
considered mean : so that civilians could 
assist In lowering the expenses ot officers 
by not requiring more than a reasonable 
amount of hospitality. In conclusion. 
he thanked the right hon. Gentleman for 
the splendid prospect of organisation he 
had put before the House. He did not 
believe that reorganisation was militarism. 
but organisation and preparation were 
the best means of overcoming any 
possible approach to the military spirit in 
this country. As a practical soldier, he 
knew how deeply rooted were many ot 
the abuses in the Army, and he could only 
say that in the good cause to which the 
Secretary of State had set his hand it 
would be his prime duty and proud 
pleasure to afford him his utmost support. 


CoLtoneL NOLAN (Galway, N.) 
thought there was no harm in having 
one or two costly regiments, but great 
eare should be taken by the colonel to 


protect the poorer officers from being’ 


ventured to say that that must be traced { compelled by undue pressure to incur 


to the Army system under which the | unnecessary expenses. 


Colonel Welly. 


As to the corps: 
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organisation, it was simply a question 
of whether it was intended to have in the 
field armies of unde: or over 100,000 
men. The best nisation for an 
army of under 100,00 men was that of 
divisions. but for above that number 
the corps organisat'o1 was absolutely 
necessary. He shoul’ tike the Secretary 
of State, however, t| explain what the 
cost of that organis:‘ion would really 
be. as it did not appe.: to be fully stated 
in the Estimate. A “reat mistake had 
heen made by the \ractical abolition 
of the Quartermas!-rs’ Department, 
as there was now no si il to look specially 
after the movements of the troops and 
matters of that kind The weak point 
in the present propo. ls was, no doubt, 
that the Secretary State had not 
sufficiently increase. the — attractions 
held out to the priv. e soldier. Before 
the svstem of cubie was adopted on 
ld be tried tenta- 
what the private 
1 regard to it, but 
rations were not 
into the Army. 
creat drawback. 


ore 


any large scale it sh 
tively in order to 

soldier's opinion was 
in any ease such a 
enough to draw m 
The pay was the 
That should be inere. sed by at least 6d. 
per day, and even en it would not 
he up to the Amer an standard. He 
believed that most of the reeruiting 
difficulties would div ppear if such an 
alteration were mad The present syvs- 
tem was the wminable in the 
world. The ay was all very 
well tor a boy of s cnteen, but when 
he reached the ag 1 twenty-five or 
twenty-six he rth a great deal 
Jovy regimen’. might be a very 
yood thing if they were 
have such a large 
was now the ease 
matter, as they 


Inost 
rate ol 


Was 
more, 
treated as boys 
und not as men. but t 

proportion of boys is 

Was a very expensiy« 
had not the stamin: to undergo the 
hardships ola campausn. With a better 
rate of pay better mer would be obtained. 
He thought such a change would not 
cost more than £900,000. The Secretary 
of State might not lice to add so large 
asum to his Estimati s, but he would not 
get a proper volunt: :y Army without 
it. With regard to the Reserve, the 
right hon. Gentleman's proposal was 
too modest. The Reserve should number 
at least 200,000. The great secret on 
the Continent was to have about one 


fourth of the army with the colours 
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and the remaining three - fourths 
engaged in civilian pursuits. As to 
shooting. volley firing was really a waste 
of ammunition. To have good shooting 
individual firing must be insisted upon 
and much more ammunition allowed. 
In these matters the Secretary of State 
should not get his advice so much from 
generals who had distinguished theme 
selves in the field or on the staff. The 
House of Commons knew far more about 
recruiting and many other -matters 
concerning the Army, and the right 
hon. Gentlemen would do well to take 
their advice and to use his own common 
sense rather than to rely too much upon 
so-called experts. 


Army Estimates. 


* COLONEL BROOKFLELD (Sussex, Rye) 
said that, judging fromthe speech of the 
Leaderot the ( )pposit ion,the zeal for A rmy 
reform was on the Government side of 
the House; but he felt sure that in every 
quarter there would be a disposition to 
give a fair trial to any experiment 
brought forward by the Secretary of 
State for War at the present time. 
With regard to six army corps which 
were supposed to be complete, he 
should like to ask whieh of them 
would furnish the drafts for the Army 
in India, because in the event of mobilisa- 
tion it would not be fair tocallan army 
corps really fit ifit had just gone through 
the process of finding drafts for the linked 
battalions in India. He hoped it would 
be laid down in the future that if, owing 
to any circunistances, both battalions of 
one regiment were abroad at the same 
time, the Militia battalion at !ome 
should be embodied as a matter of course. 
He looked with the greatest hopefulness 
to the establishment of an army corps 
system as providing a reasonable prob- 
ability of great decentralisation, but he 
urged that no attempt should be made 
to takea “trained civilian staff” into each 
of the army corps districts. That work 
should be trusted to military hands and 
heads entirely. In connection with the 
territorial regiments, the home battalion 
should as far as possible be kept in its 
own county. It was merely a matter 
of custom which led the authorities to 
send county regiments out of their 
counties when they might be in them. 
If the practice he suggested was adopted 
it would be a great economy to the tax- 
F 2 








167 
payer, extremely popular with the officers, 
and have an excellent effect in solving 
the difficulty of civil employment for the 
men. Reference had been made to the 
desirability of generals knowing those 
under their command, and that object 
would be achieved if the units were 
kept in their respective districts. 

The hon. Member for Lichfield had 
passed some strictures upon the dis- 
cipline of the Volunteers and Yeomanry 
in South Africa. No one could advo- 


Supply— 


eate more strongly than he (the 
speaker) the strictest possible — dis- 


cipline, but as far as his experience went 
the discipline of the Volunteers and 
Yeomanry was neither better nor worse 
than that of the Regular troops. Once 
they were in the field all the troops 
behaved very much the same. As to 
the artillery. he had the honour of 
having under his command the field 
battery of the C.L.V.. one of the drivers 
of which was a clerk in that House, and 
a more useful or smarter lot of gunners 
and drivers it would be difficult to find. 
By universal consent the weak point in 
his right hon. friend’s proposals was the 
ditticulty of getting the men. There was 
a prevalent idea that all difficulties 
could be solved by voting more money, 
or by offering fancy rates of pay, but 
that he believed to be a mistaken 
notion, and that the necessities of 
the case would ultimately bring them 
face to face with the possibility of having 
to adopt some other than their present 
system of voluntary enlistment. He 
could not say that he at all admired the 
ingenuousness ot who attacked 
the Secretary for War upon this matter. 
He thought his right hon. friend spoke 
upon this question of voluntary enlist- 
ment in a very statesman-like manner. 
and he did not think that he went out 
of his way to grate against the suscep- 
tibilities of anyone. Some people said 
that it was the “ proud boast ” of this 
country that its system was a voluntary 
one, but who was supposed to be the 
hoaster—the people looking on or the 
men who did the work? There were 
several practical objections to the present 
system, and he thought that one of the 
most serious objections would ultimately 
prove to be that it was ruinously ex- 
pensive; and, the tendency being to 
take recruiting more and more into open 
Colonel Brookfield’, 


those 
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competition with the labour market, that 
competition must end in further dis- 
astrous expenditure, and they must finally 
come again face to face with the same 
difficulty. The question was were they 
going to pay other people to do their 
work or would they insist upon every- 
hody taking a small share of it? He 
believed that there was a_ half-way 
house. There was the Swiss system and 
the further development ot our Militia 
and Volunteer systems, and the lessons 
we had learned by the employment of 
the Yeomanry in the present war would 
also suggest solutions of the difficulty. 
When recourse to partial compulsion was 
hinted at, it was most unfair to repre- 
sent the Government as advocating con- 
scription in the full Continental sense of 
the term, or anything like it. He 
believed it would be found. however, 
I that by the light of the present war the 
people were in a much more advanced 
frame of mind than Ministers, certatnly 
than the Prime Minister, and that they 
would be prepared to go a great deal 
further than he inclined to do 
when he suggested the establishment ot 
rifle clubs all over the country. Then 
there was the question ot altering the 


seemed 


status ot officers—making them more 
professional and, where — necessary, 
diminishing their expenses. Now he 


thought he detected in the remarks of 
his right hon. friend a certain tendeney 
to sneer at the Staff College. 

*Mr. BRODRICK : No, no. 

*COLONEL BROOKFIELD said that 
the Staff College was not at all popular, 
but they should not forget how extremely 
useful it had What was the 
matter with the system there was that 
they did not encourage the right 
sort of regimental officers to go to the 
Staff College. This encouragement ought 
to be given, and it should be made 
easier for the average regimental 
officer to go there. The Staff College 
had greatly raised the standard of 
military knowledge during the last few 
years. The maps and the correspon- 
dence were now done twice as well as 
they were twenty years ago. He believed 
that the discipline of the officers stood 
in need of very great improvement, and 
one very necessary step in the direction 


been. 
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of raising their general sense of dis- 
cipline would be to make them feel more 


Supply— 


respect for the source from which all! 


their orders came. Many of the orders 
that came from the old unreformed 
War Office only excited derision on the 
part of the officers who received them. 
He believed, also, that the system of 
confidential reports stood much in need 
of improvement; that the regulation 
which provided that officers should be 
informed of any adverse reports made 
about them should be strictly adhered 
to, and that no man should be injured 
tor lite by something said behind his 
back and without his knowledge. He 
thought officers should be given less 
leave than they received at present : 
that the work at headquarters might 
at the same time be made more in- 
teresting. He hoped too that before long 
they would see them not ashamed of 
wearing their uniforms on ordinary 
With regard to ofticers’ ex- 
penses, he had served for some years in 
a cavalry regiment and knew something 
of the difficulty. He thought most of 
it arose from some obsolete, snobbish 
traditions which were allowed to 
linger in regiments because the com- 
manding officer, or other officers, had 
not the good sense or the moral courage 
them. Some very absurd 
customs existed in regard to wine. He 
remembered 


OcCcaslons, 


to combat 


that upon one occasion, 
when his regiment was serving” in 
India, they were in the habit of 


carrying all over the country old vintage 
port. That was a trivial item ; but in 
this matter of wine he thought they 
had a good deal to learn from the Royal 
Artillery. He observed that their bat- 
teries on foreign service used to take over 
each other’s wine, and the result was 
that they had smaller bills and much 
better wine. Officers might learn 
something on this subject if they would 
put to themselves two simple questions— 
firstly, which, without prejudice, was 


the smartest arm in our service? 
He thought that most unprejudiced 
people would say the Royal Field 
Artillery. Secondly, which arm of the 


service had the least wealthy officers ? 
He thought that the answer again 


would be the Royal Field Artillery. , 


They had a great deal to learn from them, 
and he thought that was the direction 
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‘in which many of their economies should 
go. When orders were given or sug- 
gestions made with the object of pro- 
}moting economy in the regiment, it 
' would be better if they were sent in the 
form of definite orders and not simply 
as pious precepts. More than twenty 
years ago precepts of this kind were 
issued about young officers and_ their 
expenses, but they were never taken 


Arimy Estimates. 


the least notice of, and certainly 
“never enforced. Such instructions 
ought to be sent down as definite 
orders, and a_ reply insisted upon 


stating that they had been obeyed. He 
was glad that he had been in the House 
when those reforms in the Army were 
instituted by his right hon. friend, and 
he trusted that before a very long period 
of time they would see many of them 
carried into effect with advantage to the 
country. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): For some time past this debate has 
been in the hands of the hon. and gallant 
Members of this House. I confess that I[ 
have no desire and no ability to follow 
them through all the technical questions 
which they have raised and discussed. 
I have intervened now only because | 
have on the Paper an Amendment to 
reduce this Vote by 1.000 men. That 
Amendment was placed on the Paper with 
the assent of those who sit on this bench, 
and with the intention of raising the 
whole question of the new programme 
of the War Office with respect to the 
permanent forces of the country. That 
was the intention with which this Amend- 
ment was put on the Paper last night. 
But the situation has now been entirely 
changed by what has taken place this 
afternoon. This afternoon the First 
Lord of the Treasury, by an arrange- 
ment, which I think met with general 
acceptance, proposed that instead of 
the continuation of the discussion on 
this particular Vote we should, at a later 
period—some time after Easter—discuss 
these new proposals of the Government 
on a motion to be submitted by the 
Government formulating their proposals 
in express terms, and leaving it to the 
House to say “Yea” or “Nay” to the 
principle of those proposals. The hon. 
and gallant Member for Great Yarmouth 


{ 
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seemed to have some doubt whether 


that motion would contain a due recog- | 


nition of the essential importance of 
naval co-operation in any question re- 
lating to the efficiency of the Army. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: My point was 
whether the motion would be so framed 
as to permit a discussion on the Army 
under the conditions of maritime supre- 
macy. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: | I 
confess that I do not understand the 
casual expression which fell from the 
Secretary of State for War on this point. 
I believe that you cannot consider the 
work of the Army at all in relation to 
Imperial defence without beginning by 
accepting not only the co-operation of the 
Navy, but also the fact that the Navy 
must be the predominant element in our 
scheme. That arrangement having been 
made it is not, of course, necessary to 
move the Amendment which | was pre- 
pared to move, and still more unneces- 
sary for me to make a long speech. | 
shall, therefore, content myself with ad- 
dressing to the right hon. Gentleman 
two or three questions, in elucidation of 
his proposals, which he, perhaps, will be 
able to answer before the debate closes. 

The first point to which I would venture 
to direct the attention of the Committee 
and the right hon. Gentleman is the 
financial effect of his programme—I 
mean the ultimate financial effect, which 
is not apparenton the faceot the Estimate. 
The immediate financial effect is apparent 
and it is serious enough in all conscience, 
and I miss with regret and great appre- 
hension any allusion to the difficulties 
of the financial problem. I will not 
repeat what was said by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire, but I ask the Committee to 
consider this one fact, which has not been 
alluded to before. Let us compare these 
Estimates not with the Estimates of 
1897 or 1898, over which they show a 
large increase. but with the Estimates of 
ten or eleven years ago. At that period 
the Army and Navy Estimates taken 
together came to £31,000,000. There 
was then about £14,000,000 for the Navy 
and £17,000,000 for the Army, and that 
was about the normal state of things 
before 1891. 


Mr. Edmund Lobertson. 


{COMMONS} 


What is it this vear? The 
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Army and the Nivy have each of them 
cost as much as Doth of those Services 
cost ten vears ago. [An Hon. Member : 
Of necessity.|| li. two years the normal 
Estimates—the \\ ur expenditure of this 
country in time «i peace—have doubled, 
and they are now £60,000,000 — or 
£62,000,000, whi veas ten years ago they 
were only £30..00,000.  “* Of 
sity,’ says the \on. Member opposite, 
and sosaysthe J) ‘/y Mail and organs of 
that kind, which «-y out for this expendi- 
ture, apparently | nowing little, or caring 
little, how that ex» enditure is to be raised. 
This sort of progress in our military 
expenditure cannot go on. It has 
doubled in ten ye. rs. Does any hon. and 
gallant Member suppose we can go on 
doing that?) Why, if it did go on, in 
another ten years we should be expending 
£100,000,000. Ve have to halt some- 
where, and I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man what is to be the ultimate financial 
effect of these new proposals, which is 
not at present apparent. 


neces- 


Every increase of the numbers of the 
Army implies an increase in the cost, 
and we want to know the ultimate finan- 
cial effect in respect of the non-effective 
charges. I will explain what I mean. | 
pass now to the question of numbers. 
After the speech of the First Lord of the 
Treasury last nig!it, the Committee stand 
in need of some turther explanation, 
because it appears to me that the First 
Lord did not state correctly the increase 
in numbers in the Regular forces de- 
manded by the rie ht hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of Stat. for War. I could not 
reconcile what | understood the First 
Lord to say with what the Secretary for 
War set forth in his statement to the 
House. I understood that the Secretary 
of State for War said on Friday last that 
the increases he required were these :- 
Regulars, 11,500 : Militia, 50,000 ; Yeo- 
manry, 25,000: Volunteers, 40,000: 
total, 126,000 ‘nerease in numbers. 
That is the state::.ent | understood him 
to make, and which I cannot reconcile 
with what the Fi) -t Lord of the Treasury 
said. I have le vked at the Estimates 
and [ am not at a!! clear that the financial 
charges for the » hole of these increases 
is apparent on tie face of this year's 
Estimates. Ther is money taken for 
50,000 Reserves in addition to those 
already on the Tsper. As to the Yeo- 
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manry and the Volunteers | am not at all 
clear, and it is not apparent to me that in 
the Estimates for this year the total charge 
for the Yeomanry and extra Volunteers 
is taken. It is apparent to me that he is 
not taking this year the full financial 
charges for the increase of 11,500 Regu- 
lars. I have looked at the comparative 
statement of differences and this is what 
| find. The increase of Regular forces 
taken by this year’s Estimate, as shown 
by the statement of differences, amounts 
to 7,351 men. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man will look on page 11 of the Estimates 
he will find that the net increase is 
7.551 and not 11,500 men. That is the 
total increase in the Regulars charged 
upon this vear’s Estimates. The num- 
bers called tor by the right hon. Gentle- 
mans scheme amount to 11,500 men, 
whereas you are only going to raise 
7.551 this year, and to that extent the 
Estimates this year do not show the 
ultimate financial effect of the new pro- 
Having regard to the automatic 
increase which must follow any increase 
in numbers, and the fact that the entire 
charge is not provided for in the present 
year, we ought to have a full explanation 
of the ultimate effect financially and of 
the actual that have taken 
place. That is all I want to say about 
that point. 


posals. 


increases 


With regard to these increases, [ am 
not going now to deal with the question 
as to how farthey are satisfactory. The 
hon. Member for Taunton, who rose to 
bless the scheme, appeared to me to con- 
demn it in its most essential points. I 
should like to have some further expla- 
nation of the speech of the First Lord of 
the Treasury. In his original speech the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for War alluded to the commit- 
ments of this country in two continents 
besides South Africa, and in explaining 
and defending that last night the First 
Lord of the Treasury assumed that, at 
all events, our responsibility for the 
colonies must be admitted. I want to 
ask the Secretary for War for how much 
in his new scheme does our responsibility 
for the colonies count ? Can he tell us 
how much responsibility for the colonies 
enters into this new expenditure which 
we are now being called upon to provide 
for the Army? I put that question 


to him for this reason—the colonies are | 
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either self-governing or they are Crown 
colonies. If they are Crown colonies 
then we have the power and the right 
to make them pay for a portion of the 
burden of Imperial defence. If the 
self-governing colonies count for any- 
thing in this additional expenditure pro- 
posed by His Majesty's Government, then 
I say those colonies ought to contribute 
to that expenditure. 1 could go further 
than that, but possibly I should not be in 
order now in doing so; but when the 
time comes for the settlement of the debt 
for the war in South Africa—which is an 
Imperial war for colonial defence—are 
you going to ride off on the claptrap that 
certain colonies who have gone to the 
front indulge in? Is that to be the 
answer in regard to what ought to be 
demanded from the colonists for their 
share of this Imperial war! If the 
colonists pay their share of the burden 
of this war they ought to pay at least one- 
third of the whole cost which has fallen 
upon this country. That is why I want 
the right hon. Gentleman to tell us if he is 
charging us with any expenditure for the 
detence of the colonies. Are you going 
to suggest to the colonies that they are 
to pay their share? It is high time that 
the question was looked into, for this 
money has been spent for the defence 
of people who are as rich or richer than 
we are. 





There is one other point as to which I 
should like some further explanation, and 


that is the question of the training 
and selection of men for the rank 
of officers in the Army. I listened 


with great interest the other night 
to a speech made by an hon. Gentle- 
man who has just joined the House 
-~I allude to the hon. Member for Old- 
ham--and I was much impressed by his 
observations upon the system of selection 
of officers in the Army. I do not know 
whether to call it an artificial or a natural 
selection, but whichever it is, | can assure 
the Secretary for War and the Govern- 
ment that there is no lesson of the 
South African War which the country 
has taken more to heart. There is 
nothing that the country is more in 
deadly earnest about than that there 
should be a system of fair play and free 
competition both in the entrance to the 
rank of Army officers and also in subse- 
quent promotion. A year ago about 
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this time | called the attention of the 
then representative of the War Office to 
this subject. We have had the admission 
that this is a scandal, especially in the case 
of the cavalry, and that was admitted at 
the beginning of last session. On the 
the last occasion when the Army Esti- 
mates came before the House | expected 
to find trom the representative of the War 
Oftice some statement as to what they 
propose todo inthis matter. The answer 
I got was a most unsatisfactory piece 
of procedure. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that Supplementary Estimates were 
not an occasion on which proposals should 
be made to alter the law. But | do not 
know what he meant. At all events, 
nothing was done last vear. and now 
when | come to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own proposals. | find that they do 
not in the least meet the gravity of the 
Case. 

What is the true principle to be 
applied inthis case! [tis the right of the 
nation, as a mere matter ot public satety, 
to have at its call the whole available 
talent of the community for service in the 
rank of officer in the Army. The nation 
is entitled to insist that no capable youth 
whose services could be possibly obtained 
should be excluded. On the other hand. 
tuke the point ot view of the parent. 
Every parent. whatever his social position 
may be, should have the right tosay that 
his son should have every opportunity of 
access to the rank of officer in the Army. 
These | believe to be the only prin- 
ciples capable of solving this question. 
How far has the right hon. Gentleman 
gone in that direction ? Has he taken 
anything that can be called a step at all ? 
He tells us that trousers and tunics can be 
got direct from the Army headquarters 
instead of trom the stores orthe military 
tailors. That does not seem to me to meet 
the difficulty at all. I do not see how 
you can meet it unless you lay down the 
rule that the pay of an officer from the 
moment he enters the service shall be such 
us to enable him to live in the Army with- 
out any call on private expenditure, and 
no social pressure should be permitted 
which would make his life uncomfortable 
if he does not choose to incur large expen- 
diture. The right hon. Gentleman spoke 
of sumptuary laws, but there is a sump- 
tuary law existing in the Army at the 
present moment. Ofticer after officer has 
Mr. Edmund Robertson, 
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has told us of the scandalous amount of 
expenditure incurred at present. and 
which is enforced by social sumptuary 
laws. Surely the right hon. Gentleman 
will have no hesitation in putting down 
anything like boycotting in the Army. 
It is easy enough to invent a system 
which will give the young officer —-and 
the old officer for that matter—-the pay 
to which his services entitle him, and 
thereby protect him from being driven 
into expenditure beyond it. This is a 
question which a civilian is as capable of 
gauging as a soldier, and which the 
civilian isas anxious about asthe soldier 
We do not want the Army made cheaper 
forrich men. That has been done in the 
case of similar reforms, including admis 
sion to this House. which has been made 
cheaper for rich men. We want a reform 
which will enable the country to have 
full command of all available resources 
for the Army, and to give to persons in 
all stations the opportunity of a_ free 
career in the Army, to which they are 
entitled, and which it is for the good ot 
the Army they should possess. 


Lorp STANLEY: | know a number 
of hon. Gentlemen desire to speak on this 
question, but | hope they will excuse me 
if I reply now as briefly as possible to 
the various questions which have been 
brought before the Committee. 

The general view seems to be that the 
Secretary of State for War has come 
round to the view of Army reformers fn 
this House. It is a peculiar delight to 
some people to be able to say, ‘T told 
you so.” If in this case the Secretary 
of State and the Army reformers are in 
the right way for effecting real progress 
and reform in the Army, both the Seere- 
tary of State and the Army reformers 
are to be congratulated. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
said in his speech the other night that 
we must not depend entirely for out 
reforms on the lessons learned in the war. 
I quite agree that we must not depend 
entirely on the lessons learned in the war, 
but I cannot help thinking that the 
state the country found itself in after the 
troops went to South Africa should. be 
considered, and it is that which my right 
hon. friend is trying to remedy in the 
scheme he has put before the House. 
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The right hon. Gentleman and hon. Gen- 
tlemen ask us how recruits are to be 
obtained, and they say that in two years 
time or so we shall not have got them. 
Well. it will be another chance for them 
in that case to say. “IL told you so.” 
But. at all events. we have no right to 
assume that we shall not get recruits. 


My right hon. friend has put forward a | 


scheme which he believes will attract 
recruits, and until it is proved to be a 
failure we are justified in hoping that 
it will be a The question of 
zetting new recruits is not a very large 
one, because the number of recruits to 
he added to the Army at present is, 
roughly, some 10.000 men. But the 
object of the whole of this scheme is not 
so much to attract new recruits as to 
endeavour, with the forces at our hand 
at the present moment, to secure in- 
creased efficiency. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman said he had heard of army corps 
before. We have all heard of army corps 
hetore, but L would put it to the Com- 
mittee that this is a genuine attempt to 
have army corps not only on paper, but 
in reality. to bring troops together in 
time of peace who would he employed 
together in time of war: to put at the 
head of those troops men who would be 
with them in war, and who would have 
statts whom they knew they could trust, 
andwhowould be known to all with whom 
they came in contact in time of war. It 
is our endeavour at the same time to 
bring up these various army corps to 
their proper strength in artillery and 
mounted men. 

Some remarks have been made on the 
subject ot Volunteer and Militia artillery, 
and some doubts have been expressed 
as to whether they will be effective. | 
ain bound to say that if the question had 
been asked two years ago it would have 
been said that they would not be very 
eticient, but after one had seen and, still 
more, heard of the excellent work done 
by the Elswick and City Imperial Volun- 
teer batteries in South Africa. one could 
not help giving every possible facility for 
training to these batteries. 

With regard to the Militia, Yeomanry, 
and Volunteers, whatever may be the feel- 
ing of hon. Members for or against con- 
scription, there can be no doubt whatever 
that these three forces stand between us 
and conscription at the present time, and 


success. 
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| ourobject ought to be to make them to the 
| best of our power as efficient as possible. 
and to rely on that loyal devotion to the 
service of the country they have shown 
in the past, to stand the extra work 
which, in the opinion of the Commander- 


in-Chief, is necessary for their real 
efficiency. 
I will now deal with a tew of 


the other questions brought forward. 
The right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean asked particularly 
whether we were going to have mounted 
infantry regiments. That is a question 
not mentioned in the Estimates, but it 
is a question which must be and is being 
taken up. Whether it is better to have 
mounted infantry or not is a debatable 
question. My own opinion is that the 
more men we can get in a regiment to 
pass the mounted infantry course the 
better for the Army; but that is only 
my private opinion, and it is probably 
wrong. With regard to the question of an 
Imperial mounted infantry. | quite agree 
with the hon. Members who urged that 
we should attempt to get an amalgama- 
tion tor joint defence of the mounted 
corps of the Empire, whether they be at 
home or abroad. Schemes to this end 
have been and are being put forward, 
but it is a question that can hardly be 
rushed into. It must be caretully 
thought out, and must be done, not 
with one colony. but with all the colonies 
on a common basis. I do not think that 
the time when men are actually serving 
in the field is the time to put forward a 
definite plan. It is time to consider what 
plan we can put forward when the war 
is over. That will be the time to ask 
these men whether they and their 
Governments will consent to form an 
Imperial Yeomanry—a title which will 
he very suitable. 

The hon. Member for Mid Kent 
asked several questions about the Yeo- 
manry. He wanted to know if the 
Yeomanry would be brigaded, and the 
answer to that is, Yes. He then asked if 
every Imperial Yeomanry regiment 
would have its own adjutant. He spoke 
about equipment, and showed great 


distress at some prospect of the Yeomanry 


losing their swords. He mentioned that 
the chief use for swords would be in 
quelling bread riots should they occur. 
but, in my opinion, an implement 
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Muy y) ly— 


that is supposed to add zest to Irish - 


affairs would be more suitable for that 


purpose. He next reterred to the train- 


ing of the Yeomanry, but that is a matter 


that will be put forward as soon as possible 
in the form of an Army Order. I may, 
however, state that | do not think it is 
for my right hon. friend or myself to 
stand up in this House and express views 
on the training of these various forces. 
The one thing that the country is saying 
is that there should be no civilian inter- 
ference in military training. Surely the 
Commander-in-Chief, who knows these 
men, who knows what training to give 
them to make them fit for the duties they 
will have to perform, is the right man to 
lav down the details of the training of 
these forces. 

The hon. Member for Lichfield asked 
about Volunteer artillery and the time 
allowed them for training. That is not 
yet definitely settled, and will be settled in 
consultation with the commanding ofti- 
cers of these batteries ; but we will try to 
get them out for as long as they possibly 
can remain. He then asked if a militia 
battalion short of men would be allowed 
to raise men out of its own county. I do 
not know what the military objection 
to that might be, but personally I cannot 
help thinking it might be possible to fall 
in with the hon. Member's views. He 
then spoke of the want of discipline in the 
Yeomanry and Militia. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Gene- 


ral want of discipline. 


Lord STANLEY: Yes, general want 
of discipline: and the hon. Member 
referred particularly to South Africa. Is 
it to be supposed that those men going 
out to South Africa have exactly the 
same idea of discipline the troops have 
who have been drilled at home? Nor is it 
expected or required of them. They did 
their duty. I never heard of any want of 
discipline among them, and I think it is 
rather a pity that they should have been 
selected as having shown a want of 
discipline. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: I did 
not say want of discipline, but a want of 
training caused by a want of discipline 
at home. 

Lord NStanle , 


{COMMONS} 
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Lorp STANLEY : 
Gentleman’s explanation. | 
statement the other way. 

The hon. and gallant Gentleman the 
Member for Yarmouth asked three 
questions. The first question was what 
Reserves would be left to fill up gaps in 
the ranks of the 120,000 men. Exactly 
the same Reserves as at present, as they 
would not be taken away for other regi- 
ments. He then said we must be pre- 
pared to meet an international war. 


I accept the hon’ 
took his 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: My question 
was the numerical proportion of cavalry, 
infantry, and artillery in the 120,000 
men to be ready at any moment to em- 
bark. 

Lorp STANLEY: We should send 


abroad about sixty-three batteries and 


fourteen cavalry regiments, the — re- 
mainder being infantry. The hon. and 


gallant Gentleman also asked what 
would be done in the case of a small war. 
There will be a system by which men 
going into the receive for the 
first year a small extra sum, for which 
they will hold themselves in readiness 
to be called on at any time to fill up 
regiments going abroad, wit hout rendering 
it necessary to call up the whole Reserve. 
It is computed that about 5,000 men will 
be obtainable in this way. 

With reference to the criticisms of the 
hon. and gallant Member for Fareham, | 
think the House will feel that, if in all our 
schemes we could get criticisms such as 
his, army schemes would be vastly im- 
proved. I agree with the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman on the question of 
the expenses of ofticers. He said that 
the whole question was very much ex- 
aggerated, and I am bound to say from 
my own experience that that is so. | 
believe myself that infinitely more trouble 
arises from the initial expenses of men 
going into the Army than arises from the 
expense of living with a regiment. The 
difficulty is not so much the yearly allow- 
ance as the large sum which has to be put 
down for an outfit in the first year. I 
believe a great deal can be done to limit 
the expenses of officers. 


Reserve 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Is 
there any provision for that in the 
Estimates ? 
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Lorp STANLEY: I do not see how 
there can be. Suppose we are able to 


Supply— 


meet officers in some way in regard to | 


clothing, that could hardly come into 
the Estimates; but we are going to try 
and get them what they want cheaper 
than at present. That whole question 


is being gone into. Then the hon. 
Gentleman asked what was the extra 
charge for the Imperial Yeomanry. We 


have taken £300,000 this year for the 
Imperial Yeomanry, which is exactly 
half what we will take yearly in future. 
The amount of the pensions for widows 
and orphans of the soldiers killed in 
the present war has only been roughly 
calculated, and prebably there will be 
an increase in that direction. The 
amount taken this year for reserve of 
stores is only for a limited period of four 
or five years and will then 
hope I have now replied briefly to all 
the questions which have been asked. 


cease. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I would 
appeal to the House to pass this Vote 
now, as otherwise we may get embar- 
rassed. Exactly the same discussion can 
continue on the next Vote. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) 
asked if he would have an opportunity 
of referring on the next Vote to the 
question of Army chaplains. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Resolution agreed to. 


1. £21,657.500, Pay, ete., of the Army 
(General Staff, Regiments, Reserve, and 
Departments). 


Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) 
said he desired to draw attention to a 
matter which very much in the 
shade—namely, rifle shooting and the 
provision of rifle ranges. Unless men 
were sent into the field properly trained 
to the use of the rifle they would be 
practically useless. But how could men 
be properly acquainted with the rifle 
unless facilities were offered them ! They 
all knew the exceedingly great difficulty 
of providing rifle ranges, but he did not 
think that a rifle range was necessary 
in every case. He was connected with 
two rifle clubs—one with a long range, 


Was 
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‘the other with a miniature range—and, 
in his opinion, experience could be 
gained by practising with a Morris tube 
at a miniature range. ‘The army in 
South Africa was confronted with 50,000 
men whose one merit as soldiers was 
that they could ride and shoot, whereas 
many men were sent out who could 
neither ride nor shoot. Army reforms 
were always admirable on paper, but 
difficult of execution. There was a dis- 
tinguished occupant of the Government 
Benches who was within one shot of 
winning a prize at Wimbledon, but he 
was afraid that the present distinguished 
Secretary of State for War was not 
himself a rifle shot or he would have 
paid more attention to the extreme 
desirability of making Englishmen accus- 
tomed to the use of the rifle. He hoped 
no disparagement would be shown to- 
wards the Volunteers who were giving 
their time to train themselves as soldiers, 
or to the men who, in a_ fine national 
spirit, were forming themselves into 
rifle clubs throughout England in order 
to qualify themselves for the defence of 
their country. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH said he wished 
to move the reduction of the Vote by 
£100 in order to call attention to the 
large extent to which Army chaplains 
belonging to lawless ritualistic societies 
had been appointed. These societies 
were chiefly the English Church Union 
and the C.B.S.. or the Confraternity 
of the Blessed Sacrament, two distinctly 
Romanising societies. Two years 
the House. of Commons passed a resolu- 
tion deploring the lawlessness shown by 
certain members of the Church of Eng- 
land, and he would remind hon. Members 
that members of the societies he had 
mentioned were going in the teeth of the 


ag 
ago 


Lambeth decision given by the two 
Archbishops. The First Lord of the 


Treasury himself declared ,with reference 
to the policy of Lord Halifax and _ his 
followers, that they made no secret of 
the fact that they regarded the history 
of the Chureh of England for the last 
three centuries as unprofitable, and yet 
Army chaplains were appointed from the 
men whose aim was to bring the ritual 
of the Church of England into the 
closest possible agreement with the 
Church of Rome. More than half the 





Is3 Supply— 


House of Commons was returned at the 
last General Election on distinct Protes- 
tant pledges—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is not entitled to enter into the whole 
question of ritualism in the Church. 
He must confine himself strictly to the 
case of Army chaplains. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH said he would 
conclude his remarks by saying that he 
had a list of twenty Army chaplains 
belonging tothe two extremely ritualistic 
societies he had mentioned, some of 
whom had been appointed by the 
Government within the last few months. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) said 
he desired to call the attention of the 
Committee to the fact that they were 
asked to vote 214 millions of money in 
twenty minutes. The position in which 
the financial business of the country was 
now placed was due to the fact that 
Parliament had been summoned at so 
late a date. The scheme they were dis- 
cussing seemed to him to have one 
characteristic, and one only, and that 
was that it was placing a very severe 
burden on the country. It was impos- 
sible at that hour to go into details as to 
the lessons to be learned from the war, 
but he thought it would be rash to base 
the organisation of the military forces 
of the country on those lessons. It 
would be rash and dangerous, not only 
from the point of view of the efficiency 
of the Army. but also from the point of 
view ot educating public opinion in the 
right direction, to base the organisation 
of the Army on the necessities disclosed 
by the war in South Africa. The scheme 
which had been submitted by the Secre- 
tary of State for War laid an additional 
burden on the country at a time when 
it was very little able to bear it. The 
country had made great efforts in regard 
to money, and now when trade was tak- 
ing a turn the Government proposed to 
lay a fresh burden upon it. Ten years 
ago military expenditure was seventeen 
or eighteen millions a year; now it was 
twenty-nine millions, and as his hon. 
friend the Member for Dundee had 
pointed out the scheme of the Govern- 
ment could not be fully carried out 
without an increased demand for money. 


Mr. Samuel Smith. 


{COMMONS} 
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Then there was a large demand for men 
to enter the Army. He held that the 
grave necessity which would justify such 
a demand for men and money had not 
been proved. He welcomed the fact 
that there would be a full discussion of 
the scheme later, but pending that dis- 
cussion he would say that he thought that 
the call on the country to maintain three 
army corps of Regular troops ready at 
a moment's notice to embark was a most 
monstrous demand. No country in 
Europe maintained its first line of 
detence in that position. They would 
only have to go a step further and 
provide transports with steam up, to 
see the ridiculous absurdity of the 
demand. If the Government meant 
to have three army corps of Regular 
troops they would not only be departing 
from the present system, but they would 
be laying on the country a burden the 
extent of which could hardly be realised. 
He regretted extremely that the First 
Lord of the Treasury should have treated 
the matter as a party question. The 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to imagine 
that hon. Gentlemen on that side of the 
House had no interest whatever in 
Army reform. If there was to be con- 
tinuity in the foreign policy of the country 
there should also be continuity in naval 
and military administration, but that 
could not be unless there was a certain 
amount of give and take between the 
different political parties. The Govern- 
ment seemed to think that they must 
take everything, and that the Opposition 
must give everything ; but there should 
be a recognition of the fact that there 
were two sides to the question. None 
were more ready than his hon. friends to 
do what they thought ought to be done. 
but no sufficient reason had been shown 
for the additional burden which it was 
now proposed to put on the country. 
He would make the strongest and most 
emphatic protest in his power against 
the unwisdom of the policy which was 
proposed. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 38.) said he 
heartily sympathised with the open- 
ing statements of the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman who had just spoken. It 
was a shocking thing that the 
House should be called on to vote 
twenty millions in twenty minutes. He 
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should never for his part have assented 
to the suggestion of the First Lord of 
the Treasury, were it not that he believed 
that there could not have been full, 
ample, and = deliberate discussion — of 
such a gigantic scheme, if the debate 
went over to Saturday, and was, as pro- 
posed, closured on Saturday night. It 
was because he believed that the House 
and the country would have a_ better 
opportunity of considering the scheme 
in all its details of policy and finance 
that the First Lord of the Treasury 
would keep the understanding arrived 
at in its spirit as well as in its letter, 
that the subsequent discussion would be 
free and exhaustive, and that it would 
not be taken out of the twenty-three 
days for Supply, that he assented to 
the right hon. Gentleman’s proposition. 
Sin’ J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said that the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member for Forfar 
stated that the Government proposed 
to have three army corps ready to go 
abroad at a moment's notice, but as a 
matter of faet they would be no more 
ready to go abroad than the Freneh 
my corps, which would have to wait 
until their reserves were called up. 


CapTain SINCLAIR said the right 
hon. Gentleman was quite right. He 
wished also to be permitted 
his previous remarks might have appeared 
ungracious, that he quite recognised 
that the First Lord of the Treasury had 
done everything in his power to secure a 
full discussion of the scheme. 


O say, as 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I only 
want to have it made clear that if, 
in accordance with the understanding 
arrived at, we pass this Vote, we do not 
in the least degree prejudice our right to 
discuss the whole scheme and subsidiary 
matters after Easter. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said he did not intend at all 
to break the arrangement which had 
been entered into, but there was one 
point which he should like made clear. 
They were asked to vote money at the 
rate of a million a minute, and of course 
it was impossible that the House of Com- 
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mons should be able to consider the 
Vote in that time. The Leader of the 
House, however, stated that he was pre- 
pared to afford an opportunity for a 
full and free discussion of the whole 
question, not merely, he took it, of 
the general effect of the scheme, but such 
questions as the payment of 5s. a day to 
the Colonial forces and to the Yeomanry, 
while only 1s. 3d. per day was paid 
to the Regular troops. He would like to 
know whether the discussion would be 
in Government time, or in private Mem- 
bers’ time. Private Members would 
not have gained anything if the Govern- 
ment took Tuesdays after Easter. Hon. 
Members were therefore entitled to 
know whether the discussion would be 
a full and free discussion, and whether 
it would be taken in Government time, 
and not in private Members’ time. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
wish to trespass on private Members’ 
time more than I must. The matter 
will be treated like the Second Reading 
of a Bill, and if the discussion be extended 
I may, of course, have to take private 
Members’ time. With regard to subsi- 
diary questions, there will be ample 
opportunity tor discussing them. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next; Committee to sit again on 
Monday next. 


SUPPLY [stu Marci). 
Resolutions reported :— 


Army (SUPPLEMENTARY) ESTIMATES, 
1900-1901. 


1. “ That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £3,000,000, be granted to 
His Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the vear ending on the 31st day of March 
1901, for Additional Expenditure, due 
to the war in South Africa, in respect 
of the following Army Services, viz. :— 

£ 

Vote 6. Transport and 

temounts 

Vote 7. Provisions, For- 
age, and other Supplies 1.000.000 


2,000,000 


fam) 


Total .. £3,000,000 7 
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ORDNANCE FACTORIES. 


2. ° That a Supplementary Sum, not 
exceeding £100, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge for the 
Ordnance Factories (the cost of the 
Productions of which will be charged 
to the Army, Navy, and Indian and 
Colonial Governments), which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March 1901.” 


Resolutions read a second time. 


First Resolution :— 


Motion made, and Question put, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim. S.) said he 
objected to this Report being rushed 
through without some explanation from 
the noble Lord who represented the War 
Oftice. Looking through the figures 
during the last three or tour vears he saw 
that £8.000,000 had been wasted on 
horses in South Atrica. When the Vote 
was under discussion in Committee it 
was indicated that stud farms were to be 
established in Canada and in Australia. 
He came from a horse-breeding county in 
Ireland. and they should have 
explanation as to what would be done in 
regard to Irish horses. The Govern- 
ment, he believed, required 6.000 horses 
every year. The present system was to 
buy the horses trom dealers at £40 
apiece. and the dealers went to the 


some 


farmers and bought them for £18 apiece. 
The Government should deal direct with 
the farmers. At present only horses five 
vears old were bought, but it they wanted 
to encourage horse-breeding tor cavalry 
purposes the horses should be bought 
from the farmers at three vears old, 
when they were just fit to be trained to 
carry a man. 


Mr. OMARA (Kilkenny, S.) said that 
one reason for the great wear and tear of 
the horses in South Africa was that the 
horses in the gun-teams were too few in 
number. The Boers used a great many 
more horses in their gun-teams. The 
present method of buying horses was 
bad. The Government employed dealers, 
and there were often two or three middle- 
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‘horse breeder. He knew of a case where 

a dealer who had an order from the War 
Office came to a town in Ireland and 
bought old, weedy, and broken-down 
animals at £18 each, and sent them over 
to the War Office, who accepted them at 
£35 each. He was told of one dealer who 
had bought 250 horses in one day, and 
netted a profit out of the Government of 
£5,000. This was sheer waste of the 
taxpayers’ money. The system of the 
War Office was unbusinesslike, and 
would bring any shopkeeper into bank- 
ruptey. He could not understand why 
it was allowed to continue, and he hoped 
an assurance would be given tnat that 
state of matters would be remedied. An- 
other point he had not an opportunity of 
bringing before the House in Committee 
was the system of buying horses under 
martial law in Cape Colony. Under the 
autocratic rule of martial law farmers 
were, he believed, forced to make sales ot 
their horses, and he thought the House 
should exercise its power of insisting 
that these sales were made on a fair basis 
The principle of compulsory sale, which 
they in Ireland wanted to apply to land, 
was applied to horses in Cape Colony, 
and for the honour of the House and ot 
the country they ought to be careful how 
the prices of these horses were arranged. 
The House should caretully examine the 
enormous amounts asked for as Supple- 
mentary Estimates, and he trusted some 
further details would be given as to how 
the money had been spent. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) protested 
against the way in which the Estimates 
were put forward. It was almost  im- 
possible to discover which Vote was to be 
discussed, and without an actuarial 
training it was practically hopeless to 
attempt to arrive at a fair estimate of thi 
amount of the excess asked for from the 
Papers supplied. The original Estimate 
of £61,499,000 had now swollen to the 
enormous total of £91,999,000. Such 
figures were staggering, and the House 
had no guarantee that before the end of 
the financial year further Supplementary 
Estimates would not be brought forward. 
The Government had frequently been 
pressed for particulars as to the prices 
paid for horses and forage. All deserip- 


_ tions of horses were lumped together, so 
men between the Government and the | that it could not be shown how small a 
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number of Irish horses had been bought. 
While orders were given that Ireland 
should be treated very charily in the 
matter, Continental countries were being 
scoured from end to end for horses. When 
the quality and condition of the Argen- 
tine horses were borne in mind, it was no 
wonder there had been so much delay and 
disaster in connection with the transport 
service in South Africa. The matter as 
regarded Ireland was even more serious 
in the question of forage. It seemed 
inconceivable that the Government 
should be sending to all parts of the 
world tor forage. and vet pass over the 
almost unlimited supplies of sweet 
meadow hay which could be obtained in 
Ireland. With regard to meat for the 
troops it was the Lnormous 
quantities of foreign meat were pur- 
chased for the Army by the War Office, 
the quality of which was decidedly 
inferior to either [Trish or Scotel 
and all for a trifling saving w hich did not 
haltpenny or 


Sane. 


meat. 


amount to more than a 
three-farthings in the pound, The War 
Oftice had, wherever they could. given a 
preterence to foreign meat. It was well 
known that good Neotel: or Irish meat 
was in the end cheaper, because it was 
more nutritious, and a cert quantity 
of it went much farther than foreign 
meat. 





sin EK. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shet- 
field. Keclesall) called attention to the 
great expenditure on horses. This was 
a most remarkable lesson taught by the 
historv of this war. He believed that 
over £8,000,000 had been spent or 
horses going to the war. What did that 
mean 2 It meant that if £500,000 had 
been spent in the earlier stages otf the 
war, or betore the war began, this vast 
expenditure would not have been neces- 
sary. 

Lord STANLEY, in replying to the 
questions with respect to the purchase of 


horses said that. in addition to being ofh- | 


cially interested, he was very much per- 
sonally interested in this matter. As far 
as possible he wished to see not only in 
Ireland, but in England and Seotland, the 
War Office buyers brought more in con- 
tact with private breeders. At the same 
time hon. Members wouldunderstandthat 
it was very difticult for any buyer to go 


about the various districts to see one or 
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two horses. That was almost impos- 
sible. He hoped that some scheme might 
be arranged whereby the vendors might 
be brought together. — If that could be 
done, he would endeavour to get the War 
Oftice buyers to go to them. How that 
was to be done was still under considera- 
tion, but he hoped they would come to 
some satisfactory conclusion. He was 
afraid that. personally, he+ could not 
agree with the hon. Member who asked 
about the three-year-old horses. Le 
knew that it would be much better for a 
seller to get the price ofa five-vear-old for 
a three-year-old. With regard to the 
horses bought under martial law, instrue 
tions had been given to pay the fair 
market value forthe horses. The remark 
had been made that there had been cor 
ruption. It was easy to make the sug 
gestion of corruption, but it was very difh- 
cult to prove it. [An Hon. Member : 
How many actions are pending for 
fraud /]| He could) not) answer that 
question, but if the hon. Member would 
bring before him any case in which he 
had satisfied himself that there had been 
fraud, he would be only too glad to take 
any action that lay in his power. With 
regard to the question of home-fed meat. 
which had been brought up by the lon. 
Member for North Cork. he could not 
give any facts at the present moment 
The whole thing was being considered, 
not with the view of going against the 
hon. Member's wish but in order. as. fat 
as possible, to meet the views of gentle- 
men on both sides of the House. that 
we should buy the meat of our own pro- 
ducers, instead of that of foreign pro- 
ducers. 


* Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
he found from the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General that on 27th 
October, 1890, a contract was entered 
into with the South African Cold Storage 
Company to supply fresh meat for the 
troops at 11d. per pound, but two-thirds 
of the supply was frozen meat. The hon. 
Member could say as an expert that 11d. 
per pound for frozen meat was a famine 
price. In consequence of this infraction 
of contract, it appeared from the War 
Office Papers that the sum of £27,000 
was to be refunded by the Company. 
He wanted to know if that money had 


Here 
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was a company which had fraudulently 
appropriated that money, and when he 
called attention to the matter on a 
former occasion he did not receive any 
definite assurance as to the money. 
Frozen meat was supplied by the same 
firm to the troops in Cape Town at 53d. 
per pound, while 11d. was paid for the 


. 


same class of meat to feed the English | 


troops in the field. The Irish Cattle 
Trades and Stockowners Association, of 
which he was president, had been in com- 
munication with the War Office on this 
subject for many years, and it was only 
very lately that a supply of live cattle had 
heen given in the Curragh. There was 
this extraordinary state of things, that Lre- 
land was a meat-producing and exporting 
country, and yet in almost every barracks 
in the land frozen meat was supplied to 
the men. This was really a matter of 
vast importance, and in the stand he was 
taking he was representing not only the 
cenant farmers but also the landlords. 
\loreover, the larger portion of the forage 
for the horses in Ireland consisted ot 
foreign hay and Russian oats, and it was 
nothing less than a scandal that such a 
system should he perpetuated in an agri- 
cultural country like Ireland. The 
Government, through the War Office, 
Wis absolutely boycotting the Irish pro- 
dueer, and the question undoubtedly de- 
manded the serious consideration of all 
who had the welfare of the community at 
heart. 

Mere. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
Boroughs) considered the trozen meat 
contract to which reference had been 
made was an instance of the extra- 
ordinary business methods of the War 
Ottice, and he asked the noble Lord 
whether he was satisfied that. under the 
‘ircumstances, the deduction of twopence 
in the pound was adequate. ‘The contract 
was undoubtedly a live meat contract, 
expressly providing for drovers and 
butchers to accompany the animals with 
the troops, and yet three-fourths of the 
supplied was refrigerated meat. 
circumstances he thought 


meat 
Under the 


the War Office had a right to a con- 
siderably larger deduction. He further 
asked to what extent the Army 


Veterinary Department had been im- 


proved. The enormous wastage of horses 


in South Africa had been largely due to | dealer. 


the undermanning of the Veterinary De- 
_ ‘ 


Mr, Field. 
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‘partment. The matter had been treated 
too much from the £ s. d. point of view. 
Important as might be that standpoint. 
there was another the House should bearin 
mind—namely, the horrible sufferings en 
dured by the wretched animals. No one 
with a grain of sympathy for animals 
could) have read the heartrending 
accounts of the terrible treatment— -proh 
ably unavoidable under the circumstances 
—-to which animals had been subjected 
in South Africa without feeling a great 
amount of regret that it had not been 
possible to avoid or minimise it to a 
Another point was that 
been landed 


greater extent. 
hitherto when 
at Cape Town they had been at once 
hurried up in droves to the front instead 
of being given an interval for exercise 
and so on after the vovage to get them 
into fit condition for their work. Had 
that mistaken policy now been changed | 
A further question was with regard to 
the purchase ot horses and the prices at 
which the animals had been bought. He 
remembered riding out 2 considerable 
distance with some friendsin the Argen 
tine, and he was told that the value of the 
horses they rode was about 75s. His in 
formant was a German. and he thought 


horses had 


perhaps he was imposing upon his credu 
litv. but he afterwards made inquiries 
and found that the statement was per 
fectly correct. One of those horses had 
been ridden by the President of the 
Argentine Republic himself. He men 
tioned these faets to 
price of horses in the Argentine was ex 
tremely low. He knew that the quality 
was poor, but suggestions had been made 
that a higher price had been paid than 
ought to have been paid. Inthe Argentine 
you could buy as good a horse as anyone 
needed to ride for £10, and he trusted the 
noble Lord would give them a satistactory 
reply in regard to the prices paid for the 
horses purchased in the Argentine Re- 


show that the 


public. 


COLONEL NOLAN said he could not 
understand what the object of the Govern- 
ment was in hiding the prices paid tor 
those horses. He was glad to hear that 
the noble Lord opposite was anxious 
that the producer should get the profit 
which had hitherto been taken by the 
The horse fairs in Treland were 
remarkably good, and the War Office 
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ought to be supplied with a list of them 
aud arrange for their buyers to attend. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) wished to 
have some information from the noble 
Lord with regard to the corn contracts. 
The corn produced in Great Britain and 
lreland was heavier than the foreign corn, 
and if his information was correct the 
War Office had laid down a standard 
weight of 35 pounds to the bushel, but a 
corn weighing 38 pounds or 39 pounds 
could not be supplied at the same price. 
Hie wished to know whether the corn was 
tendered for at so much per quarter or so 
much per 100 pounds. He wished the 
irish pro licer in this matter to be placed 
on an equal footing with the foreigner. 
or the last two years the War Office had 
been absolutely blind to their own interest 
in refusing to give this information. 
They not only gave the preference to the 
foreigner, but they were also giving him 

n unfair advantage over the English 


nd the Irish producers. 


Vin, OSHEE (Waterford, W.) said he 
ndervstood that the average price the 
dealers had been paying for horses in Ire- 
land was £27, and the average price the 
| ile did not see 
why the Government should pursue such 
tem. He understood from a state- 

ent made by the noble Lord that the 
number of horses purchased direct from 
the producer was about 200, while the 
number purchased from dealers was 
5,300. It was an extraordinary thing 
that, although they had many fairs in 
Ireland, the Government had not been 
ble to purchase directly more than 200 
horses. ‘There was really no excuse for 
not going direct to the farmers of Ireland 
to purchase these horses and give them 
something like the price which had been 
paid to the dealers. He considered that 
tivo millions was a very extravagant sum 
to ask for remounts. Something like 
100,000 horses and mules had been sent 
to South Africa, and money had been 
wasted in the Argentine Republic and 
other places which ought now to be avail- 
able for remounts. 





ler received was £35. 
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Lorp STANLEY said that the War 
Office would endeavour to bring buyers 
and breeders of horses together. As to 
the 2d. per pound on the foreign meat 
contract, mentioned by the hon. Member 
for the St. Patrick Division of Dublin, 
that would be deducted at once. Regard- 
ing the question of the tax on incoming 
stock, that had never been placed on the 
contract. It was not imposed in the case 
referred to, nor in any other case, but he 
confessed the whole matter was unsatis- 
factory, and he would look into it. 


Mr. FLELD asked if the noble Lord - 
would give a guarantee as to the supply 
of Canadian meat. 


Lorp STANLEY said he could not 
give a guarantee, but he would do his 
best in the matter. 


Mr. FLAVIN asked if the noble Lord 
could say anything about the corn ques- 
tion. 


Lorp STANLEY said he could not 
answer that at present, but he would 
endeavour as far as possible to meet the 
views of the hon. Member. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Will the noble Lord 


send me an answer by letter ? 
Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.) said he 
desired to ask the noble Lord a question 
which affected the constituency he had 
the honour to represent, it being a horse- 
breeding district. He wished to know if 
it was the intention of the Government 
to establish studs for the breeding of 
horses in Ireland. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That question can- 
not be discussed on this Vote. 


(uestion put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 135 ; Noes; 
43. (Division List No. 67.) 
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Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbys. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, end Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. 
Corb :tt, T. L. (Down, 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Ak ers- 
Doxtord,Sir William ‘Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
F aber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Jesse 


North) 


Fisher, W illis an Hayes 
Flete her, Sir Henry 
Fuller, <. 'M. Ir, 


Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Ld.G.(Midx 
Hamilton Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem th. 
Has lett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, $.) 

Boland, John 

Cz umpbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Claney, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Datty, W illiam J. 

Ffreach, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Hammond, John 


Adjournment of 
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Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Heath, James(Staffords,N. W.) 
Hope,J.F (Sheflield, Brights ide 
Howard, Capt. J. (Faversham) 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
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Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, William I’. 
Lawson, John Grant 
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Leigi-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 
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Long. Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol. 
Lowther, ©. (C Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. franeis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (1 et h 
Maeartney, Rt. Hn. W. ¢ ) 
Macdona, Join Cumming 
Maconochie. A. W. 

M‘ Arthur, Chas. (Liver pool) 
Malcolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milner, Rt. Hn. SirFrederickG. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moore, Wi iMiam (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper( Shrop shire) 


Morgan, D. J ) 
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Whit, 
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Morvell, Georg Herbert 
Morris, Hon. M avi in Lienry BP. 
Morrison. James Arc hibald 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Monnt, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Rebert Gray ¢ 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
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mies 


Second Resolution agreed to. 





Adjourned at half after One of the clock till Monday next. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 18th Murch, 1901. 


LORD HENLEY. 

Report made from the Lord Chancellor 
that the right of Frederic Henley, Baron 
Henley, to vote at the elections of Repre- 
sentative Peers for Ireland has been 
established to the satisfaction of the Lord> 
Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 
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TOOK THE OATH. 
The Lord Stauley of Alderley took the 
Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
CORPORATION 
[H.L. ]. 

The CHAIRMAN of COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the promoters do 
not intend to proceed further with the 
Bill; Order for the Second Reading 
to-morrow discharged ; ordered, that the 
Bill be not further proceeded with. 


NOTTINGHAM BILL 


LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS 


BILL [H.-L]. 


SOUTH 
Read 2¢, 
OTLEY 
COWES 
SUTTON-IN-ASHFIELD 
TRICT (WATER) 
CHESTER CORPORATION 
BILL [H.1.}. 
ALFRETON GAS BILL [H.L.}. 


EASTON AND CHURCH HOPE 
RAILWAY BILL [HLL]. 


LYNTON AND BARNSTAPLE 
WAY BILL [ILL]. 


DOVER GAS BILL 
DONCASTER TITHE TRUST BILL [H.L. }. 
Committed. 


GAS BILL [H.1.]. 
FERRY BILL [.1.]. 


URBAN 
BILL [H.1.}. 


TRAMWAYS 


DIS- 


RAIL- 


[H.L. |. 


HARROGATE CORPORATION BILL 


[H.L. }. 
MERSEY DOCKS AND 
BOARD (CANADA DOCK 
ETC.) BILL [H.L. }. 
TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND 
ROADS BILL [4.1L]. 
Committed: The Committees to be | 


HARBOUR 
WORKS, 


TRAM- 


proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
VOL. XCI. 


[FourTH SERIEs.]  ' 
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AND 
BILL 


Business. 


; CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, 
HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY (No. 1) 
[H.L. ]. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, 
HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY (No. 2) 
[H.L. ]. 

BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 

RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


AND 
BILL 


SOUTH WESTERN AND ISLE OF 
WIGHT JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


BIRMINGHAM (CITY) TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L. }. 


WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 
ETC., BILL [H.L.]. 
Committed: The Committees to be 


proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


PRIVATE BILLS—AMENDMENT OF 
STANDING ORDERS. 

THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morey) : The first Amend- 
ment to the Standing Orders relates to 
the giving of a locus standi, or rather 
more than a locus standi, in the case of 
Tramway Bills to county councils where 
their roads, or roads to which they con- 
tribute, are affected. The Amendment 
was suggested to me by the County 
Councils Association, and, as it seemed 
a fair proposal, | undertook to place it 
before your Lordships at the earliest 
possible moment. Where a local autho- 
rity is constructing tramways to go 
beyond the limits of its district, at present 
the position of those tramways is regu- 
lated by the Tramways Act of 1870, 
and the authority over whose roads the 
tramway is constructed has the power 
of purchasing it at the end of twenty- 
one years if the House thinks fit ; but 
in this and in many other cases the 
Tramways Act, 1870, is very much out 
of date. Tramways at the time that 
Act was passed were small horse tram- 
ways, very much cheaper in construction 
than they are now, and probably the 
twenty-one years during which they 
were allowed to run without power of 
purchase coming into effect was ample, 
but at the present time it is an every- 
day occurrence, with—and only with- 
the concurrence of the local authorities. 


| for the twenty-one years to be consider- 


ably extended. Therefore, the Standing 


| Order as it now exists is really almost 


inoperative, and I venture to ask your 
Lordships to substitute the period of 
H 
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forty-two years for twenty-one years. 
It will be clear to the House that the 
period may be fixed, if the Committee 
think fit, at less than twenty-one years ; 
hut this Amendment will give them the 
opportunity, if they deem it necessary, 
of extending it beyond that time. | 
had intended moving another Amend- 
ment of the Standing Orders to-day. 
relating to the preliminary consents of 
local authorities whose roads are to be 
used for the tramway ; but I have under- 
taken to postpone that Amendment at 
the request of the municipalities. in 
order that they may consider the ques 


tion. Far from wishing to take any of 
these authorities by surprise, [ am 


anxious that the question should be 
thoroughly considered. [ beg to move 
the Amendment standing in my name. 


Moved, * That the Standing Orders be 
amended as follows :— 


Note.—The words within brackets are 
to be omitted, and the words printed 
in Italics are to be inserted. 


105d. THe council of any administra- 
tive county alleging in their petition 
that such administrative county, or any 
part thereof, may be injuriously affected- 


(A) By the provisions of any Bill 
relating to the water supply 
of any town or district, 
whether situate within” or 
without such county: or 


(B) By the provisions of any Bill 
proposing to authorise the con- 
struction or reconstruction of 
any tramway along any main 
road, or along any other road 
to the maintenance and repair 
of which the County Council 
contributes, within the ad- 
ministrative county shall be 
entitled to be heard against 


such Bill. 


i33. No power shall be given to any 
local authority to construct, acquire, 
take on lease, or work any tramway, or 
portion of tramway. beyond the limits 
of their district. unless such tramway, 
or portion of tramway, is in connection 


(LORDS} 


with a tramway belonging to, or autho- | 


rised to be constructed, acquired, or to lie on the Table. 
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worked by the local authority, and 
unless the Committee on the Bill shall 
determine that, having regard to the 
special local cireumstances, such con- 
struction, acquisition, taking on lease, 
or working ought to be sanctioned. 

In every case in which the Committee 
shall so determine, they shall specify 
what portion of the tramway will be 
situate beyond the district of the local 
authority to which the power of con- 
struction, acquisition, or taking on lease 
is given, and shall insert a clause for 
the protection of the local authority of 
the district in which such tramway or 
portion of tramway will be situate in the 
terms mutatis mutandis of Section 43 
of the Tramways Act, 1870, except that 
the Committee may, if they think fit in 
the special circumstances of the case, 
substitute a period not exceeding forty 
two years for the period of tirenty-one 
years [shorter periods tor the peri 
mentioned in that section. 


—(The Chaerman of (‘ommittees. ) 


Agreed to: Standing Orders amended 


accordingly, and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 20.) 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ARMY. 


Return of Military Forces in) South 
Africa (Over-sea Colonial Contingents). 


COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
Reports for 1899-1900 


No. 31 
No. 31 


7. Jamaica. 
8. British Guiana. 
GOLD COAST. 


Correspondence relating to the Ashanti 
War, 1900. 


EMIGRATION. 
feport on the Emigrants’ Information 
Oftice, for the year ended 31st December, 
1900. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
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PETITION. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 

Petition against the sale of. on Sundays, 
of the inhabitants of Guildford ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 
LICENSING SESSIONS BILL--HABITUAL 
DRUNKARDS BILL—EXPLANATION,. 

THE Lorp Bisnor oF WINCHESTER: 
My Lords, may | trespass on the indul- 
gence of the House to make a_state- 
ment as to what we propose to do in 
regard to these two Bills, which passed 
a Second Reading the other night ! 
oth Bills are down tor Cominittee stage 
m Thursday next, but after consulting 
with those who are interested in the 
matter, and bearing in mind the strong 
and hopeful words which were used by 
the representative of His Majesty's 
Government, we propose not to take the 
Committee stage till after Easter. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—INQUIRY 
INTO CONDUCT AND OPERATIONS. 

Lord SANDHURST: My Lords. I 
beg to ask His Majesty's Government 
whether they have come to any decision 
us to the inquiry into the operations in 
South Africa referred to in the speech 
t the Lord President on Tuesday, 5th 
Mareh ; and, it so, what form it- will 
take, and into what subjects will investi- 
gation be held. My question is based 
on some remarks which tell from the 
noble Duke the Lord President ot the 
Council in debate about a fortnight ago. 
lhe noble Duke said 

“The inquiry which has been suggested, 
and which has been promised by the Govern- 
iment, into the conduct of the war and 
operations in South Africa, and which, | 
trust, will take place when the war is con- 
cluded, will meet the case.” 
li that statement had been made by any 
other Minister, with the exception of 
one or two, | am not quite certain that it 
would so much have attracted my atten- 
tion, but combined with the office of 
Lord President the noble Duke holds the 
office of President of the Committee on 
National Defence, and | therefore con- 
sidered that I had a right to assume that 
that sentence was spoken advisedly, and 
not dropped haphazard. But I have 
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another authority to cite. Mr. Balfour 
was questioned in the other House, the 
principal part of the question referring 
to the scope and the time of such an 
inquiry into the conduct of the war. The 
First Lord of the Treasury replied— 

“As the hon. Member is aware, we pro- 
mised a veaeral inquiry. The scope and 
duration of that inquiry must depend en the 
discretion and the competence of the body to 
whom the inquiry is entrusted. The Govern- 
ment can Jay down no limitation.” 


He did not discourage the idea that the 
inquiry contemplated would be general 
in its character. I cannot disguise the 
fact that | view a general inquiry of the 
nature which | understood to be in the 
mind of the noble Duke with the greatest 
possible apprehension. [| do not under- 
stand from what point the investigations 
are to commence, what field those in- 
vestigations are to cover, or how any 
reference to cover the whole ground is to 
be framed. It appears to me that it 
will most likely be a roving Commission 
of unlimited scope and indefinite dura- 
tion. If any practical and useful results 
are to be reached the reference to the 
Commission should be precise, and if the 
inquiry is unduly protracted public 
interest in it will wane and cease. It 
there is to be a general inquiry into the 
conduct of the war, will it be made 
another battle-ground for those re- 
grettable incidents of the past fortnight, 
on which every Member of the House 
must look back with considerable pain ! 
Surely we have had enough of these 
differences. 

Setting aside differences of opinion 
between Secretary of State and Com- 
mander-in-Chiet and differences which, 
no doubt. prevail between generals, 
there are episodes of the war which have 
deeply stirred the public mind. Are 
these to be paraded again before a Com- 
mittee of non-experts ? Are the names 
of gallant and historical regiments to be 
dragged through the mire, together 
with the names of irregular corps no less 
gallant! Are the reputations of gallant 
officers and men to be torn to shreds for 
the amusement of cynically delighted 
Europe! We must remember that, amid 
all this questioning and cross-questioning, 
the deeds of gallantry of which we are so 
proud will for the moment fall into the 
background. One result) of such an 
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inquiry must be to attribute blame 
somewhere, but it will be extremely 
difficult to get satisfactory evidence. | 
have heard it frequently stated that it 
is difficult to get junior officers to give 
evidence against senior officers, or even t? 
give adverse criticism as to their action, 
and a reason that has been often urged 
is that these young men are atraid of 
prejudicing their prospects and careers. 
I admit that they may be true to a certain 
degree and in certain instances, but I 
think it is only a portion, and a very 
small portion, of the truth. The real 
reason why young men are averse to 
giving evidence against their seniors | 
believe to be this they are too loyal in 
the first place, and, in the second, they 
are too brave. They are too loyal to the 
regiments to which they deem it a high 
honour to to evidence 
which would incriminate their seniors, 
and they are too brave to do other 
than allow blame to rest their 
own shoulders rather than ineriminate. 
as it the rank and file. Again, 
many the officers who took part 
in the various operations, and who 
might have given valuable evidence. 
are beyond the reach ot any Committee. 
In the last stands before surrenders have 
taken place many have yielded up their 
lives, and a great many more have fallen 
victims in hospital to wounds or disease 


belong give 


Ol 


were, 


oft 


which were the result of their heroism. 

I cannot reconcile myself to the idea 
that a large Committee composed of 
Members of both Houses. with expert 
Members added. would he the body best 
cileulated to obtain the information 
desired. I do not pretend to claim any 
monopoly of the desire to uphold the 
honour of the Army generally. Noble 
Lords opposite are as jealous of that 
honour as we on this side are. But | 
fear that a long general inquiry will bring 
about very undesirable results with no 
corresponding advantage. I quite agree 
that there should be an inquiry or series 
of inquiries, each with a definite reter- 
ence. On first taking office the present 
Secretary of State for War created an 
extremely important Committee to ex- 
amine into the internal working of the 
War Office, and he put at the head of that 
Committee probably the very best man 
he could have found for the purpose. 
That was a very wise step to have taken. 
Lord Sandhurst. 


{LORDS} 
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In the course of his recent speech, which 
I am sure your Lordships have read with 
great admiration, Mr. Brodrick pointed. 
out that he had. already instituted in- 
quiries into certain departments of the 
War Office. such as artillery and guns. 
transport. education of officers, 
missariat. and the purchase of stores, 
and [think inquiries of this nature would 
be better than putting the whole of these 
subjects into a general reference. At any 
rate, there would be finality in their 
proceedings. and they would be 
likely to be the hunting-grounds of 
theorists and faddists. With regard to 
hospitals. we have had no intormation 
as to the further inquiry which was 
suggested in Part IV. of the Hospital 
Commission's Report. Perhaps the noble 
Duke, when he replies. will make some 
statement on that point. 


com 


less 


What we require is an inquiry {nto 
the system of administration. and not 
into ineidents. If, the hand 
officers have been known to have mis 
conducted themselves. either in the field 
or elsewhere. there is an authority to 
deal with them: if. on the other hand 
there has been rascality or fraud in 
connection with the purchase of stores. 
the Secretary of State can find som 
means of bringing the offenders to justice. 
or of re-organising his Department. so 
that in future such objectionable practices 
may be prevented. 
reasons why l object to the general 
roving inquiry which appears to be in the 
mind of His Majesty's Government 
The Roebuck Committee. which 
appointed to inquire into the Crimean 
War, in the last paragraph but one of its 
Report, said- 


On one 


| have given some 


Was 


“The complicated nature of the inquiry. 
the variety of subjects investivated, the 
frequent inconsistency and contrariety of the 
evidence render it no easy task to present a 
clear, definite, and just exposition of the 
matters submitted to your Committee. The 
difficulty of the task has been enhanced by 
the impossibility of summoning some persons 
as Witnesses who might have furnished im- 
portant information. From the same cause 
some persons are left under imputations in 
regard to which your Committee regret that 
they can pronounce no conclusive opinion. 
The fulness of the inquiry has been restricted 
by considerations of State, so that at the out- 
set of this Report your Committee must admit 
that they have been compelled to end an 
inquiry which they have been. unable satisiac- 
torily to complete.” 
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If there is a roving inquiry into the 
conduct of the South African War it is 
probable that some similar paragraph will 
adorn the conclusion of its Report. | 
should very much regret if the Govern- 
ment have definitely determined on this 
roving inquiry; if, on the other hand, 
they have not done so, perhaps it is not 
too late to reconsider the matter. 

THe LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsuire) : 
My Lords, I was not aware that the noble 
Lord in putting this question would 
enter so fully into the character of and 
the possible objections to the promised 
inquiry. The subject has been referred 
to several times in the other House, and 
I do not think I have much to add to 
what has been said by the representa- 
tives of the Government in that House. 
It has. no doubt, been promised on more 
than one occasion that, at the conclusion 
of the war, an inquiry would be held. 
This was promised by the Government 
at the instance of several prominent 
members of the Opposition. The only 
definite thing which up to the present 
time has been said on the subject of this 
inquiry is, that it cannot be held until 
the conclusion of the war—at all events, 
until the war has substantially con- 
cluded—and that it is desirable that it 
should be held as soon as possible after 
that time. It has also been said that the 
inquiry, if held at all, must necessarily 
be a wide one, and must include not 
‘only preparations for the war by the 
War Office and other Government 
Departments, but to some extent the 
‘conduct of the war. Bearing in mind the 
statements which have been thus made 
in answer to inquiries from the Opposi- 
tion, [ certainly referred, in the speech 
the other night to which the noble 
Lord called attention, to the inquiry as 
one which would probably enable such 
questions as have been raised here in 
the course of certain discussions last 
week to form part of the subject of in- 
quiry by a Commission. 

I do not feel at all disposed to deny 
that there is a good deal of force in some 
of the eriticisms which have been made 
by the noble Lord upon the probable 
effects of the inquiry, which has been 
contemplated as a very wide one. But 
until the time has arrived which has 
been indicated—namely, the conclusion 
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of the war—I do not think it is possible 
to discuss with advantage what is to be 
the form which this inquiry will take 
or to state definitely into what subjects 
investigation will be held. The noble 
Lord will probably remember that on 
one of those occasions when the subject 
was discussed in another place an in- 
teresting discussion took place on certain 
words which were used either by the 
Secretary for War or the First Lord of 
the Treasury—namely, that the Govern- 
ment had promised an inquiry if it should 
be asked for. A discussion ensued upon 
the question of what was the binding 
force of the promise if its fulfilment 
should not be asked for ; and it appears 
to me the first thing which the noble 
Lord opposite has to do is to impress 
upon his own friends the undesirable 
nature of the inquiry which we, at all 
events, were under the impression they 
desired to press for. All [| can say at 
present is that, whatever in the nature 
of an inquiry we have promised or pledged 
ourselves to, we feel bound to grant it 
unless it should appear that the Opposi- 
tion as well as ourselves are convinced 
that such an inquiry would not be in the 
public interests. It is extremely prob- 
able that there may be great advantage 
in some limitation of the inquiry in 
the direction suggested. But until the 
time has come which we have indicated 
as the earliest stage at which an inquiry 
can be commenced, | feel it impossible 
for us to state definitely the form the 
inquiry will take, or the subjects which 
it will embrace. The suggestions that 
the noble Lord made to the House 
in the course of his very temperate re- 
marks, are most worthy of consideration. 
We are not at all desirous of entering 
upon a large roving and random inquiry. 

which probably might end with no more 
satisfactory results than the Committee 
to which the noble Lord called attention 

just now. I do not wish to enter further 

into the subject except to say that. 

before the Committee or Commission is 

appointed and the scope of its investiga- 

tions is decided upon, both this House 

and the other House of Parliament will 

have an opportunity of expressing an 

opinion on the subject. 


Ear SPENCER: My Lords, I do 


not wish to enter at length into this snb- 
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ject. but the noble Duke has made some 
remarks which I should like to make a 
comment or two upon. The noble 
Duke said he believed that the promise 
of an inquiry was made at the request 
of the Opposition. 


THe PRIME MINISTER axnp LORD 


PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess ot SALIS- | 


BuRY) : Under pressure from them. 

Earn SPENCER: | am_ not” sure 
that it was not the noble Marquess 
himself who originally promised the 
inquiry. 


THE Marguess of SALISBURY: I 
should be very glad to have a reference 
to the occasion when [ promised it. 


Ear SPENCER: That has certainly 
been stated. Apparently the noble Mar- 
quess denies it. At any rate. on more 
than one occasion during the unfortunate 
discussions on the hustings when in- 
quiries were made by some who had 
every knowledge of the subject the 
answer was. © We cannot answer that 
now because an inquiry is to take place.” 
No less a person than the present Secre 
tary of State for War, speaking at Bram 
ley, on 29th August. in answer to some 
criticisms made by a very gallant friend 
of mine, Captain Lambton. who was at 
that time standing for a constituency. 
apparently shielded himself behind the 
promise of an inquiry. Captain Lamb- 
ton had criticised pretty severely the 
armaments of the artillery in the field, 
and this is what Mr. Brodrick said 

Captain Lambton knew that the responsi- 
bility of a Ministry for ordering and sending 
out certain types of guns must be weighed by 
the advice they received from their military 
advisers ; and, pending the inquiry which had 
been promised into the conduet of the war, his 
—_— were tied in arguing the question with 

Captain Lambton.” 

I am glad to hear that the Government 
intend to hold an inguiry. but I think 
there is a great deal in what my noble 
friend has said as to the danger of having 
a roving inquiry, which may introduce 


{LORDS} 





great procrastination. We all hope that 
many of the topics of inquiry have been 
already taken in hand by the War Oftice | 
and are being dealt with. I could | 
instance several cases that have wonne| 
before me where a great lapse has taken 
Earl Spencer. 
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place dealing with such matters as 
the arming of the Volunteers who went 
out to the war, and so on. We had the 
other night a discussion on hospital 
administration, but we do not know 
whether any active steps have been 
taken. I sincerely hope that the inquiry 
| will be made in the form most likely to 
lead to practical results, and that it will 
not be made an excuse for procrastina- 
tion in dealing with many matters 
which call for immediate improvement. 





THe Eart or MORLEY: My Lords 
I confess I was rather puzzled, from 
the speech of the noble Earl. to 
exactly understand his point. I onls 
rise to express my hearty concurrence 

what has fallen from the noble Lord 
| who originated the discussion. It is very 
| desirable to consider the matter care 
fully and earnestly before any general 
j inquiry into what the noble Duke called 
[the conduct of the war is entered upon. 
All the teaching of history is that where 
there is an inquiry there must be a 
definite aim, without which all such 
inquiries have been absolutely futile and 
in many cases dangerous and injurious 
Is it proposed to inquire into every 
incident of the war! Would it not be 
well for the noble Duke to ask the Com 
mander-in-Chief what in his opinion 
would be the effect on the Army of such 
an inquiry! Is it likely that the inci 
dents will be fairly and adequately 
reported upon by a Commission or 
Committee, which must consist of a 
large number of unprofessional men who 
have not the knowledge which would 
render them competent to consider 
questions in all their bearings?) On 
such questions as the provision ot ade- 
quate artillery, transport. or hospitals, 
an inquiry is not merely useful, but 
essential. I deprecate. however, in the 
strongest manner such a general inquiry 
as the noble Duke seems to foreshadow. 





Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : My Lords, 
I think the noble Earl the Chairman of 
Committees was a little hard on my 
noble friend behind me. I listened care- 
fully to Lord Spencer's speech. and I am 
confident his meaning was this—that 
he was anxious that an inquiry should 
take place. He did not wish the Govern- 
ment to avoid an inquiry, but I think 
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he showed most clearly that his 
desire was that the inquiry should be 
directed to special objects. Lord Spencer 
thoroughly agrees that it is most undesir- 
able that questions of military jealousy 
should be raked up before such a Com- 
mittee. What we want is an inquiry 
into those particular matters from which 
real lessons can be learned. 
no doubt that steres, men, and guns 
were conveyed from this country in 
abundance to South Africa, but after 
they got there there was congestion, 
and too often they did not get to the 
front to be used against the enemy 
when they were required. That is a 
matter which could be inquired into. 
Again, there is the question of the hos- 
pitals, and also the question of the treat- 
ment of our horses in South Africa. ‘The 
point we insist upon is that the Govern- 
ment is bound to hold an inquiry, and 
that it should be so contracted and so 
limited as to produce the greatest amount 
oF service. 


THe Marguess or SALISBURY : The 
noble Earl opposite referred to me in i 
pissing observation which makes it 
desirable that [ should say one or two 
words. | think he is mistaken in think- 
ing that [ have ever promised an inquiry. 
All | have done has been to point out 
that inquiry had been already promised 
and that anything that has to be con- 
sidered had better be reserved for that 
inquiry. I think we are deceiving our- 
selves in the matter of this inquiry. 
The Government have never been in 
favour of it, but in the position they 
have held they could not, without ex- 
posing the Army to undue suspicion, 
refuse an inquiry if it was demanded. 
If an inquiry is demanded, undoubtedly 
it must be held; but do not imagine 
that it can be an anodyne, an imper- 
sonal inquiry. The things in’ which 
people are interested are precisely the 
personal matters. They wish to know 
distinctly for each disaster or each short- 
coming in the war who is to blame. — | 
do not think myself that it is desirable 
to know who is to blame. I would 
rather leave that buried in obscurity. 
If anything at all is to be examined into 
fully. you cannot try to shove off dis- 
agreeable suspicion by allowing the 


blame to rest on one man or one organi- 
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sation or one set of officers, because you 
have not ventured to go deeply into the 
merits of the case, which you are aware 
would bring very different revelations 
to light. It is impossible that you can 
enter into a just, full, and equitable 
inquiry without a renewal of that species 
of discussion of which we. have had 
some examples in this House. I do not 
think we any of us desire that it should 
be raised again. We regret very much 
that it was raised, and we think a mistake 
was committed in doing so. But once 
itis raised, naturally you must do justice 
to the people involved; you must fear- 
lessly face the truth and record every- 
thing that you may find. I do not 
look forward with complacency to such 
an inquiry. I think it was forced upon 
us by observations made during a critical 
period of the war ; and with the example 
before us of the Crimean War inquiry, 
which produced in its inception such 
grave results, and which issued in the 
most ridiculous fiasco, | think we should 
take warning and should not, without 
very imperious considerations, expose 
the working of the Army to unjust and 
unsympathetic criticism from enemies al} 
over the world. 


THe Earn or ROSEBERY: I have 
come down witha perfectly open mind to 
listen to this discussion. | thought from 
the tone of the question of my noble friend 
behind me that he was about to impress 
upon the Government the necessity of 
fulfilling the pledge given by the noble 
Duke opposite to hold a general inquiry 
into the war. But my noble friend 
turned out to be a Balaam. He spoke 
on totally different lines, solemnly warn- 
ing the Government of the injury that 
would be inflicted upon the Army and the 
country by an inquiry which [ think he 
must have known the Government were 
not too anxious to carry out. Then we 
come to the noble Duke. He certainly 
showed a very limited enthusiasm for the 
inquiry he is supposed to have promised. 

THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I did 
not promise it. I only referred to it as 
promised. 

THE Eart or ROSEBERY : 
was the last promise. 

THe Duke or DEVONSHIRE: I did 


not promise it. I only referred to an 


Yours 
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inquiry which by common knowledge 
was promised. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY : No; it is 
not a matter of common knowledge. My 
noble friend behind me made a promise 
by the noble Duke, or the reiteration of a 
promise by the noble Duke, or the 
citation of a promise by the noble Duke, 
the ground of putting this question. 
The noble Duke denies he made a promise 
and quotes a previous promise. Then 
we come to the noble Marquess opposite. 
He also denies that he ever made a 
promise. Then we come to Earl Spencer, 
who has traced the promise back as far as 
a speech made by the then Under Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs at a rural meeting 
in the Parliamentary recess, and the 
Under Secretary then treated it as a 
binding promise on the Government. All 
I want to know is this, When was the 
promise given, and by whom ! The noble 
Duke the Lord President of the Council 
and the Chairman of the National De- 
fence Committee washes his hands of it. 
The Prime Minister knows nothing about 


it. He seems to suggest that it was 
given some day in the Dark Ages. The 


eminent men on both front benches seem 
to be ignorant of the promise. And 
the only question I have to risen to ask 
is, When and by whom was the promise 
given ? 

THE Marquess oF SALISBURY : Per- 
haps we may have a preliminary Com- 
mission to inquire when the promise was 
given. 


THe Eart or ROSEBERY : So long | 


as Iam not asked to serve on it. I do not 
mind.7 


FUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [H.L.}. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of 
Reading read. 


the Day for the Second 


*Lorp WINDSOR: My Lords, I shall 
trouble the House with very few words 
in moving the Second Reading of this 
Bill. I have introduced it in exactly the 


+ The earliest reference to any kind of in- 
quiry into the war is in observations of Lord 


Salisbury on the 30th January, 1900, reported | 


in The Parliamentary Debates, Fourth Series, 
Vol. Ixxviii., pages -9-30. 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 
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(same form as it left your Lordships’ 


| House last year, after passing all its 
stages. I do not mean that I[ have 
a right to suppose that every clause 
in the Bill is accepted in all parts of 
the House, for | was warned last year 
by my noble and learned friend on the 
Woolsack that the clause dealing with the 
law of libel would probably have some- 
thing more said about it. But I under- 
stand that the noble and learned Lord 
does not propose to raise any objection 
to the Second Reading of the Bill to-day. 
I will, therefore. reserve my defence of 
this clause till the Committee stage. 
It has been said that this Bill is the out- 
come of the efforts of amateur legislators, 
and that it is a trivial interference with 
the present Public Libraries Acts. 1 can 
assure your Lordships that I have better 
grounds than that for asking the House 
to pass the Second Reading of this Bill. 
The Bill has been framed by the Libraries 
Association and those interested in 
libraries, after communication with 
librarians and library authorities all over 
the United Kingdom, with the object of 
making the Libraries Act more practical 
and more workable. 

At the present moment library authori- 
ties are able to make regulations, but they 
have no power to enforce them, and 
one of the objects of this Bill is to 
take a leaf out of the Public Libraries 
(Scotland) Act, 1887, and to enable 
library authorities in England and Ireland 
to make bye-laws which they can 
enforce. The Bill also effects another 
small improvement in the law with regard 
to museums under the Public Libraries 
Acts. At present it is possible for w 
museum to be provided under those 
Acts, and it is also possible for a museum 
to be provided by the adoption of the 
Museums and Gymnasiums Act, 1891. 
In some the museum has been 
provided under the Public Libraries 
Acts, and it often happens that the same 
district desires afterwards to provide a 
public library. They are then obliged to 
keep up both institutions by means of the 
limited rate allowed under the Public 
Libraries Acts. This Bill seeks to enable 
the district, after a museum has been 
provided under the Public Libraries Acts, 
to adopt the Museums and Gymnasiums 
Act, 1891, which shall apply to the 
museum as if it has been provided under 
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that Act. In that way the library rate is | 


reduced so far as the museum is con- 
cerned, and is thereby able to be applied 
solely for the purpose of keeping up the 
public library. 

I have received a communication from 
the Scottish Office requesting me to ex- 
elude Scotland from the Bill, but I have 
not been able to see my noble friend the 
Secretary for Seotland. If the noble 
Lord still thinks it necessary to cut out 
Scotland from the operations of the Bill, 
it can, of course, be done at a later stage ; 
but I think it right to state that I have 
received letters from the library authori- 
ties of Perth, Dundee, Aberdeen, ete., 
very strongly approving of the Bill. I 
venture to hope that I shall be able to 
persuade the Secretary for Scotland that 
the Bill can be usefully applied to Scot- 
land. I do not think it necessary to say 
anything further on the present occasion. 

Moved, ** That the id 
—(Lord Windsor.) 


sill be now read 24. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): I think it right to 
mention that that portion of the Bill 
which refers to the administration of 
justice in respect of libraries will require 
careful consideration in Committee. As 
to the rest of the Bill | have no comments 
to make. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Monday 
next. , 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN 
PARLIAMENT. 
Commons Message considered (accord- 
ing to Order). 


Moved, * That this House do coneur 
in the following resolution communi- 
cated by the Commons, viz., ‘That 
it is expedient that a Select Committee 
be appointed to join with a Committee 
of the Lords to consider the accommoda- 


tion available in the House of Lords when | 


the Sovereign is personally present in 
Parliament, and the advisability of sub- 
stituting Westminster Hall on such an 
occasion for the House of Lords.’ ”’— 


(The Lord Privy Seal.) 


{18 Marcu 190i} 
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FEVERSHAM: My 


is carried | 


*THe Earn or 
Lords, before this motion 
desire to make a few observations upon 
the subject to which it refers. I quite 
admit that it is only reasonable that the 
Members of the other House of Parlia- 
ment should have adequate accommoda- 
tion when they attend this House at the 
opening of Parliament, and I hope that 
this Committee when appointed, will 
carefully consider whether that accom- 
modation cannot be given in this House 
instead of having to resort to the alterna- 
tive suggestion. I believe that very 
adequate accommodation could be pro- 
vided in this House. The members of 
the Privy Council, when they attend 
our debates, are in the habit, as your 
Lordships know, of standing at the foot 
of the Throne. I would suggest that 
Privy Councillors should, at the opening 
of Parliament, instead of standing at the 
foot of the Throne, occupy the galleries 
above and on each side of the Throne. 
That seems to be a very natural place for 
them. Then I would give the whole of 
the opposite end of the House to 
Members of the House of Commons. 
They would have the Bar as usual. 
and the space on both sides of the Bar. 
In addition, they could occupy the side 
galleries which, at the opening of Parlia- 
ment, are given up to ladies, and 
the galleries behind the Press Gallery. 
I believe if that were done there would be 
ample accommodation for those Members 
of the House of Commons who desired 
to attend, as well as for the Privy Coun- 
cillors. The rest of the House would be 
given up to Peers and Peeresses as now. 
There would be ample accommodation for 
them. The Diplomatic Gallery could re- 
main as usual. I hope, therefore, that 
this Committee will consider whether the 
necessary accommodation for Members of 
both Houses at the opening of Parlia- 
ment cannot be provided in this House in- 
stead of substituting Westminster Hall as 
suggested. Except for the capacity of 
that hall, | do not know that it can have 
any other advantage. It is an_ old, 
gloomy, dingy-looking place, with a 
heavy roof, which looks down upon the 
spot where the ancient Monarchy of 
England was despoiled and its occupant 
brought by cruel hands to the scaffold. 
Is that a proper place for the opening of 
make it suitable for 


a 
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such a brilliant ceremony great expense | 
would have to be entailed, and it would 
have to be decorated in a manner which 
would ill become its architecture. Alto- 
gether, the proposal seems to me a very 
unwise one, and I trust that before 
adopting it the Committee will take into 
consideration whether proper accom- 
modation cannot be provided in this 
Chamber. 


On Question, agreed to ; anda Message 
ordered to be sent to the Commons to 
acquaint them therewith. 


LICENSING BOARD BILL [H.1.}. 
A Bill to create a new licensing autho- 
rity and a board to hear licensing appeals 
—-was presented by the Earl of Camper- 
down; read 1”; and to be printed. 
(No. 21.) 


House adjourned at half-past Five 
of the clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten of the clock. 


(fe 


HOUSE COMMONS. 


Monday. (rth March. 1901. 


One other Member took and subseribed | 
the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
(By ORDER.) 
The tollowing Instruction stood on 


the Paper in the name of Mr. FIeLp 
(Dublin. St. Patrick’s) -—* That it be an 
Instruction to the Committee, that no 
preterential rates shall be given to foreign 
produce carried over the lines controlled 
by this Company.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Instruction 
which stands in the name of the hon. 
Member for the St. Patrick’s Division of 
Dublin is not in order. As I said the 
other day, in regard to other Instructions 
on the same Bill, it deals with a matter 
which affects railways generally, and 
therefore it cannot be dealt with on a 
private Bill which does not raise the 
question. 


The Earl of Feversham, 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. FIELD: Of course, Sir, | do not 
dispute your ruling, but I wish to point 
out that I am prepared to furnish evi- 
dence showing that this particular railway 
company is acting contrary to the spirit 
of the Railway Act. I wish to know what 
opportunity will be afforded to the House 
to deal with this particular point. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: assist the 
hon. Member. 


_ Business. 


I cannot 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. That. in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with. viz. :- 


Great Western Railway Bill. 


ORDER 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
638 COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners oi 
Petitions for Private Bills, That. in the 
case of the following Bill. reterred on 
the First Reading thereof, Standing 
Order No. 63 has been complied with, 
VIZ. : 

Cromer Water Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


) 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
TO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners otf 
Petitions for Private Bills, That. in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. : 


(STAN 
THER 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time to-morrow. 


LLANDRINDOD WELLS WATER BILL. 
GOLBORNE GAS BILL. 
RICHMOND GAS BILL. 

STROUD GAS BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
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17 Petitions, 
STRATFORD-UPON-AVON,TOWCESTER, 


AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, EAST AND 
WEST JUNCTION AND EVESHAM, 
REDDITCH, AND STRATFORD-UPON- 
AVON JUNCTION RAILWAY COM- 
PANIES BILL. (By OrDER.) 

Second Reading deferred till Tuesday, 


16th April. 


DEEP WATER 
(By ORDER.) 


THAMES DOCK BILL. 


Read a second time. and committed. 


PAISLEY GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL. 


Read a second time and committed. 


PETITIONS, 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA: 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law. from 
Stalybridge: Ilkeston; Liver 
vdge : and School Board for London ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Leeds s 


INHABITED HOUSE DUTY AND 


INCOME TAX. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Northern and North Eastern Districts 
of London; and Liverpool ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

POOR LAW OFFICERS SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 

Petitions for alteration of Law. from 
Bolton : Stockton ; and Southborough : 
to lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour. from Strood : 
Aberdeen (three) ; Atherton and Tyldes- 
lev; Over; Anvil Corner ; Abersyehan ; 
Ashwater ; Ashton-under-Lyne ;  Brad- 
ford (Yorks) (four); Birmingham (six) : 
Christow; Branksome:; Southwark ; 
Birkenshaw ; Cardiff; York (two) : 
Carlisle (seven); Carron; Crediton ; 
Raling ; Falkirk ; Glossop; Grampound 
Road: Glossop Dale; Holsworthy ; 
Bulwell ; Low Hesket ; Lewisham (two) ; | 
Messingham ; Marton: Newton Burgo- 
land: Okehampton:  Oswaldtwistle ; 
Petersfield; = Plymouth; — Pontypool ; | 
Shettield (ten); Salford (two); South-| 
lands ; Stonehouse; Tavistock ; Black | 
lorrington ; Tyldesley (two) ; 
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North | to lie upon the Table. 
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Meols ; Uttoxeter (two); Wadebridge : 
Worksop ; Walworth (three) ; Harrogate 
(two); Stockton-on-Tees (three) ; Garn- 
diffaith ; Alloa (three) ; Port Glasgow ; 
Oldham ; Leek ; Penrith ; Kensington ; 
Clapton ; Manchester; Taunton (two) ; 
Woolwich (two) ; Malvern (four) ; Upton- 


on-Severn ; Tenbury ; Bensham ; Lark- 
hall; Durham; Edinburgh (five) ; 
Notting Hill (two); Lumphanan : 


Chelmsford ; Broomfield ; Bilbrough ; 


| Malton ; Ashton-under-Lyne ; Kingussie ; 
Kennethmont; Brixham; Athlone ; 
Kingston-upon-Hull; Partick ; White- 
inch; Norton; Bowmore; Barnolds- 
;wick; Thomas Stansfield; Falkirk 
(two); Sandford: Northwich: Blaen 
avon; Nottingham; Sneinton ; Liver- 


pool (two) ; Cowpen $ Morpeth - Bebside ; 
Wandsworth ; Newmilns; Gainsborough ; 


Malvern Link; Worcester; Derby ; 
Withvham; Gloucester; Crawley : 
Down: London: Glasgow; Mildmay 
Park: Sefton Park (two); Malton 
(three): Chelsea: Hatherleigh (two) : 
Portsmouth (three); Tregeare ; South- 
sea; Smethwick: Bromley (two) ; 
Appledore ; Greenock (three): Rhoda 
Saint: Royton; Harrington; Leeds 
(two); Rawtenstall; Bacup: Insch : 
Kirkstall ; Birstal; Brierfield; Colne : 
North Kensington : Cubitt Town : 


Sowerby Bridge; Milnathort ; Brixham : 
Rye: Middleton; Rugby: and Aber 
dovey (five) ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Dundee : 

Biggar; Peterhead; Pittenween; An 

struther Easter (two); Kilrenny (three) : 


Ravenscraig ; Denny ; Kilsyth ; Falkirk 
(two); Airth; Dumfries;  Kirkeud- 


bright ; Carluke; Kirkfieldbank; Wieck 
(two); Kirriemuir ; Edinburgh (seven) : 
Lanark; Drumlade; Port Glasgow 
(two); Peebles (two); Alvie; Glasgow 
(four); Grand Lodge of Scotland Inde- 


pendent Order of Good Templars ; Inner 
leithen; Walkerburn;  Auchterless : 
Uddingstone ; Rothesay; Alva; Tilli- 


Alloa (two) ; 
to lie upon the 


coultry (two);  Crail ; 
Larkhall ; and Wishaw : 


Table. 


TROUT FISHING ANNUAL 
TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Cupar Eden, in favour ;. 


CLOSE 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. THE SURRENDER OF HELVETIA, 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 

Copy presented, of Report No. 318 
(British Guiana, Annual Report 
1899-1900) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EMIGRATION (COLONIES). 

Copy presented, of Report on the Emi- 
grants’ Information Office for the year 
ended 31st December, 1900 | by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY. 

Copy presented, of Return of Military 
Forces in South Africa (Oversea Colonial 
Contingents) [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


for 


Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 

2561 [by Command]; to lie upon the 

Table. 

SUPERANNUATION = (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Ordered, That the Report and Minutes 
ot Evidence of the Select Committee on 
the Police (Scotland) Bill of Session 1890 
be referred to the Select Committee on 
the Police Superannuation (Scotland) 
Bill. (The Lord Advocate.) 


POLICE 


WCESTIONS. 

AFRICAN WAR —YEOMEN 

SETTLERS. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George's): | beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Government has yet con- 
sidered how far it will assist the passages 
of wives and families of Yeomen who 
«are to settle in our new colonies in South 
Africa at the expiration of their term of 
enlistment ; and, if so, can he make any 


SOUTH 


ecomiunication to the House on this 
matter. 
THe SECRETARY or STATE For 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 


Birmingham, W.): | am not yet in a 
position to make any statement upon the 
matter. 








Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention has 
been drawn to the insinuation of cowar- 
dice made against the officer in command 
of the post at Helvetia captured by the 
Boers on the 3lst December, when that 
officer was severely wounded in the 
fight ; and whether, in consequence of 
the distress caused to the relatives of the 
officer by these insinuations, he will state 
the facts relating to that surrender. 


THe SECRETARY STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick., Surrey, Guild- 
ford): As a general court-martial will 
be held on the ofticer in command at 
Helvetia as soon as he is reported fit, | 
am not in a position to make any state- 
ment of facts in reply to the question. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Is it not the case 
that this officer was severely wounded 
before the surrender took place ! 

Mr. BRODRICK : [I have no doubt it 
was so, but | must not go into the facts, 


ALLEGED SHOOTING OF BRITISH SUB- 
JECTS BY COMMANDANT DELAREY. 
Mr. MACONOCHIE (Aberdeenshire, 

E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 

for War if he has yet received any official 

intimation of the alleged shooting of two 

British subjects named MacLauglan and 

Boyd by orders of Commandant Delarey: 

whether he is aware that Ronald Boyd 

was a British subject who had only 
been in South Africa two years, and 
held a permit from the late Transvaal 

Government, granted on his taking the 

oath of neutrality; and whether he 

will order an ofticial investigation by the 
authorities on the spot. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no official 
information of the matter referred to. 
I will make inquiry. 


GENERAL COLVILLE. 

Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that a telegram 
sent by the Chief of the Staff to General 
Colvile on 24th May, 1900, to inform 
him by what route the 13th Yeomanry 
would join him, did not reach him til 
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whether he has any official information 
showing that the explanation of the 
delay is that this telegram was wrongly 
addressed to the General Officer com- 
manding the 9th Brigade instead of to 
the General Officer commanding the 
ith Division ; and. if so, can he state 
whether any inquiry has been made 
into the conduct of the officer who so 
addressed it, and how he has been dealt 
with. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The telegram re- 
ferred to did not reach General Colvile 
until after the Slst May. It appears, 
however, to have been correctly addressed 
to the General Officer commanding 
the 9th Division. 
RESERVISTS ACTIVE 

SERVICE. 

sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield: 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he state 
how many men have been taken from 
the Militia Reserve the army in 
South Africa, and when reinforcements 
irom that body had first to be ealled 
for owing to the waste of the campaign ; 
and ean he inform the House how 
many of the Militiamen now serving 
were members of the force at the annual 
training of 189%). 


MILITIA ON 


can 


for 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Lord StaNLey, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton): 13.574 Militia 
Reservists have been taken tor the 
army in South Atrica. The first drafts 
to replace wastage leit in January, 1900. 
No figures are available to enable me 
toreply to the second part of the question. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford. 8.): I 
bez to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether a Militiaman belonging 


to the Militia Reserve who has been 
serving in South Africa since January, 
1900, and whose time is up next April, 
can be compelled by the military autho- 
tities to serve ten months longer; and, 
if not, whether he is entitled to get his 
discharge. 


Lorp STANLEY: A Militia Reservist 
when called out for permanent service 
is liable to serve a year beyond the date 
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sme weeks atter that date; and! of the expiration of his Reserve service 


if a state of war exists. 


RANK OF MILITIA OFFICERS. 
Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge): I beg to ask the Secretary 


ot State for War whether he is aware 


that there is dissatisfaction felt by 
officers of the Militia in consequence 
of the fact that officers of other 


Auxiliary forces have had Army rank 
conferred on them while serving in 
South Africa, thus giving them seniority 
over Militia officers of the same rank. 
although the Militia is the oldest Auxiliary 
force ; and whether he can remedy this 
by conterring Army rank on all Militia 
ofticers serving abroad in future. 


Lorp STANLEY: This question is 
under consideration. — | hope to be able 
to give a definite answer betore long. 


MILITIA—TRAINING OF BATTALIONS 
NOT EMBODIED. 

Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state if there is 
to regular training this summer 
of those Militia battalions which are not 
now embodied ; and, if so, under what 
conditions. 


he a 


Mr. BRODRICK : 
not vet been decided. 


This question has 


STRATHCONA’S HORSE. 


Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Ilythe) : 1 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the troopers of Strathcona’s 
Horse upon whom His Majesty bestowed 
medals will be permitted to wear the 
ribbon of the medal pending the issue of 
the medal itself ; and whether orders will 
be issued to general officers commanding 
districts to authorise the wearing of the 
ribbon as laid down in King’s Regula- 
tions, paragraph 2,048A:. 


*Lorp STANLEY: When the King 
bestows a medal on a soldier he can wear 
the medal and the ribbon. When the 
Army Order regarding the grant of a war 
medal for South Africa is published the 
instructions referred to will be carried 
out. 
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TEMPORARY STAFF OFFICERS’ 

OUTFIT ALLOWANCES. 

Captain NORTON (Newington. W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether a pledge was given by his 
predecessor to grant an outfit allowance 
to officers posted to temporary appoint- 
ments on the staff ; and, if so, whether it 
has heen earried out. 


Questions. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Presumably the 
hon. and gallant Member reters to ofticers 
taken from the Reserve. Retired List. or 


Auxiliary Forces for temporary staff 


employment, and requiring an outfit. | 


In these cases the allowance would be 
given, but not more than one allowance 
to any individual officer. 

Captain NORTON: Do not. officers 
on half-pay receive the allowance ! 


*Lorp STANLEY: I think they come 
under the heading ** Retired List 
Officers.” I am not certain, however, and 
will make inquiry. 


Captain) NORTON: I received a 
pledge from the late Seeretary tor War 
that half-pay officers should have the 
allowance. 

COMMISSIONS FROM THE RANKS 
OUTFITS GRANTS. 

Mr. ALLHUSEN (Hackney, Central) : 
1 beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether he can explain 
why any exception is made to the giving 
of a grant of money towards outfit fora 
soldier from the ranks on receiving a 
commission ; and can he state the amount 
of the grant usually given, and whether 
his official information shows that it has 
been found adequate to cover the expense 
of an officer’s outfit. 
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the definite arrangements and_ regula- 
tions for the Volunteer summer camps 
increases the ditticulty of securing attend- 
ance, he will take the earliest oppor. 
tunity possible of making public these 
arrangements. 


*\Mr. BRODRICK: | my 
hon. and gallant friend that every effort 
is being made to publish the arrange- 
ments for Volunteer camps as soon as 
possible ; but he must be aware that the 
new arrangements of the present year 
have involved pressure in all 
Departments. 


Cal assure 


great 


QUEEN VICTORIA'S FUNERAL—Isr 
SEAFORTH VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
having regard to the tact that the Ist 
Seaforth Volunteers reached London trom 
Dingwall at on the morning of 
Saturday, the 2nd February. by invita- 
tion of the War Office. to attend the 
Queen's funeral, will he state why the 
staff officers in charge of the funeral 
ceremonies made noarrangements for the 
part which these Volunteers were to take 
at the funeral ; and will he explain why 
no information was obtainable at the War 
Office with regard to the disposal of the 
Volunteers who arrived in 
from Seotland to attend the 


3.50 


various 
London 
funeral. 


*Lorp STANLEY : All country Volun 

teer corps not included in the funeral 
procession were formed into a provisional 
brigade, and positions were allotted to 
them along the line of route. The 
disposal of the various Volunteer detach- 
ments arriving in London rested entirely 
with the general commanding the home 
district. 


PARCEL POSTAGE RATES TO TROOPS 
IN SOUTH AFRICA. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The regulations 
have been relaxed in cases of certain Mr. MANSFIELD — (Lincolnshire. 
soldiers engaged on active service in; Spalding): | beg to ask the Secretary to 


South Africa. The amount of the grant 
is £100. The sum is adequate in the 
cases of most corps. 


VOLUNTEER SUMMER CAMPS. 
Sin HOWARD VINCENT: L beg to 


ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether, seeing that delay in the issue of 


the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether parcels sent to 
the troops in Atrica are charged 1s. per 
pound and whether, seeing 
that similar parcels sent to any part of 
_ Australia, New Zealand, or Canada only 
cost 6d. per pound, he can arrange for 
parcels sent to the troops in Africa to be 
| charged at a similar rate. 


postage ; 
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THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THe TREASURY (Mr. AuSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Postage at 
the rate of Is. a pound is not charged on 
parcels for the troops sent from this 
country to any part of South Africa. 
Such parcels may be sent to the Cape 
Colony, Natal, the Orange River Colony, 
and the Transvaal for a postage of 9d. a 
pound. For parcels to Australia, New 
Zealand, and Canada the postage is not 
§d. a pound, as the hon. Member sup- 
poses. To Australia, by the cheapest 
route, it is 1s. for the first pound and 6d. 
for every succeeding pound. To New 
Zealand as much as three pounds can be 
conveyed for Is.. the lowest postage ; 
while to Canada the rate is 8d. for the 
first pound and 6d. for each succeeding 


pound. The varying requirements of 
the colonies themselves render it  im- 


possible to obtain greater uniformity at 
present. 


sir KE. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Eeclesall): But is it not possible 
to reduce the charge to the troops to Gd. ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
am sure the Postmaster General would 
be very glad to do it if possible, and I will 
communicate with him, but I am afraid 
there are difficulties in the way. 


H.M.S. “JACKAL.” 

Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the Secretary 
tothe Admiralty if he will state whether 
the ofticers and men ot H.M.S. *° Jackal ” 
were on leave of absence during the 
month of October ; and, if so. on what 


dates. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI 
RALTY (Mr. ArNouLp-Forster, Belfast. 
W.): The officers and men of H.M.S. 


* Jackal” were not on leave of absence 
during the month of October last. 


SLAVERY IN PEMBA AND ZANZIBAR. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
it he will inform the House of the number 
of slaves that have received their papers 
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of freedom in the slave courts of Zanzibar | 


and Pemba in each of the years 1898, 
IS09, and 1900; and if he ean give an 
estimate of the number of slaves still in 
these two islands. 


| 


| Majesty’s) Government 
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THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour., Manchester, 
EK.) (for Viseount CRANBORNE): The 
number of slaves freed in Zanzibar and 
Pemba during the vears 1I898, 1899, 
and 1900 were respectively, 2.735, 4,265, 
1.683. His Majesty’s Agent and Consul 
General at Zanzibar estimates the present 
number of slaves in the two islands at. 
approximately, D0.000, 

BRITISH CONSULAR 

FINLAND. 

Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal- 
thamstow): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can state what arrangements 
have been made with the Russian Govern- 
ment for filling up the appointments of 
sritish Consular Agents in’ Finland : 
can he say at how many and which ot 
the Finnish ports appointments have 
heen made: and, in view of the impor 
tance to British traders and shipowners 
of having in all the principal Finnish 
ports British Consular Agents to protect 
and wateh over British interests, will 
the vacancies still remaining soon be 


filled. 


AGENTS IN 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Viscount 
CRANBORNE): The Consular ports in 
Finland held by unpaid officers, which 
became vacant hy the resignation of the 
holders in 1899, have not vet been filled 
up. with the exception of Uleaborg, to 
Blunt 


which Mr. Was appointed in 
August) last. The paid Consulate at 


Helsingtors. however, has been re-estab- 
lished, and the Consul, Mr. Cooke, is ex- 
pected to arrive there very shortly to 
take up his duties. His Majesty’s 
Government would be very glad to fill 
up the other vacancies as soon as cireum- 
stances permit. 


BRITISH SHIPS IN CHINESE WATERS. 
*Sir EK. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Russian 
(fovernment has recently endeavoured to 
exclude the British fleet from = certain 
portions of the Gulf of Pechili, and has 
claimed the waters of the Blonde and 
Elliott Islands as exclusively belonging 
to Russia: and, what steps His 
has taken im 


if so, 


consequence of this claim. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Viscount 
CRANBORNE) : We have received no com- 
munication on this subject from the 
Russian Government, but the Russian 
Admiral remonstrated against the pre- 
sence in the waters of the Elliott Islands 
of H.M.S. * Plover,” which was engaged 
in pursuing pirates. The action of the 
Commander-in-Chief on the China Sta- 
tion in sending British ships to these 
islands appears to be in accordance with 
our rights under Article 52 of the Treaty 
of Tientsin. 


*Sin EK. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : May 
I understand that this claim has not been 
accepted by His Majesty's Government ! 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Certainly. 
BRITISH INFLUENCE IN) THE 

YANG-TSZE VALLEY. 

KE. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: | 
heg to ask the Under Secretary ot State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the informa- 
tion in his possession shows that there 
is a decline of British influence in the 
(Chinese provinces bordering on the Yang- 


AIR 


tsze-Kiang river ; and, if so, what steps His 


Majesty's Government are taking to 
restore and maintain British influence 
there. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (for Viscount 


There is no intormation 
British influence 


('RANBORNE) : 
showing a decline of 
in the Yang-tsze Valley. 


ANGLO-RUSSIAN DISPUTE AT 
TIENTSIN. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R.. Barnsley): | wish to ask the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs a question 
of which | have given him private notice. 
It is whether he can give the House any 
information in regard to the reported 
seizure by Russia of land at Tientsin, 
which was mortgaged to British bond- 
holders. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY — For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount Cran- 
BORNE. Rochester): Since | received the 
private notice I have not had any oppor- 
tunity of obtaining the last information 
from the Foreign Office. I must ask the 


hon. Member to put the question on the , 
Paper. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) : Can the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs say why General Barrow’s orders, 
that the action of Russia should he 
opposed by force of arms, could not be 
carried out ! 


Viscount CRANBORNE: 


Member must give notice. 


The hon. 


SHANGHAL AND TA-KU CABLE. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether the 
cable recently laid between Shanghai, 
Wei-hai-wei, and Ta-ku. other than the 
portion between Wei-hai-wei and Chefoo 
shown in the Estimates, has been laid by 
arrangement with His Majesty's Govern. 
ment, and to whom it belongs: and 
whether in case the proprietorship of the 
cable is divided between the Eastern 
Extension Telegraph Company and the 
Great Northern ‘Telegraph Company, 
the nationality of the persons employed 
in the offices at Shanghai, Chetoo. Wei- 
hai-wei, and Ta-ku has been provided for 
in the agreement ; or whether. the Great 
Northern Company being the Danish 
company which uses the Russian land 
lines as part of its system, the new cable 
is subject to the same arrangements as 
those which have previously existed 
with regard to the offices in China ot that 
company. 


THe CHANCELLOR oF tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu. Bristol, 
W.): The between Shanghai. 
Chetoo, and Ta-ku (which does not touch 
at Wei-hai-wei) bas been laid by the 
Eastern Extension and Great Northern 
Telegraph Companies, on account of the 
Chinese Telegraph Administration, under 
an arrangement which His Majesty's 
Government supports. 
The cable is mortgaged by the Chinese 
administrations to the companies for 
twenty-five years at least, and they will 
work and maintain it. Wei-hai-wei will 
be served by a branch line from Chefoo. 
It is stipulated in the agreement between 
the Eastern Extension Company and 
His Majesty's Government that the 
branch line shall be worked by British 
staff, and that all traftic between Wei- 
hai-wei, Chefoo, Shanghai, and Hong 
Kong shall also, as far as practicable, 
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be transmitted exclusively by British 
staff. 


UNCLAIMED FUNDS. 

srr JOHN LENG (Dundee): | beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he can state or approximately 
estimate the amount of unclaimed divi- 
dends on Consols and other National 
funds; of unclaimed deposits and 
balances in joint stock, trustees, and Post 
Ottice Savings Banks; of the unclaimed 
dividends of joint stock and of limited 
liability companies ; and of unclaimed 
funds in Chancery and other courts of 
law ; and whether in default of specific 
information as to the detailed and aggre- 
gate amounts of these unclaimed funds, 
he will agree to an inquiry with a view 
to their being utilised for the relief of the 
taxation of the country. 


sir M. HICKS BEACH: With regard 
to the majority of the various funds of 
the nature of unclaimed dividends which 
are in the hands of or under the control 
of Government, [| will send to the hon. 
Member the information he desires, but 
it would not be possible to present the 
facts intelligibly within the limits of an 
answer. Perhaps | may take this oppor- 
tunity of saying that the idea which 
appears to be prevalent in some quarters 
that there are large sums of such moneys 
lying idle is quite a mistake. The total 
amount is not at all large, and the moneys 
are PE think in all cases. where of sufficient 
amount. usefully employed. With re- 
gard to funds of a similar nature outside 
the purview of Government, | have no 
information, and [do not at present see 
how it is to be obtained ; but [ will con 
sider the hon. Member's suggestion. 


THE NEW COINAGE. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: | 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the title ‘* Defender of the 
Faith’ is to be retained on the new 
coinage ; and, if so, whether he ean say 
what particular faith is referred to. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It does not 
rest with me as the Master of the Mint 
to decide on the Royal titles. While these 
remain unaltered, they will naturally 
continue to appear as at present on the 
coins. 


beg 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 


ask the right hon. Gentleman, if it is 
not his business, will he kindly tell me 
whose business it is, in order that I may 
ask that Gentleman ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: | imagine 
that, like other matters of the kind, it 
would be the business of His Majesty, 
acting on the advice of his responsible 
Minister. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to give notice that I shall take an early 
opportunity of bringing under His 
Majesty's notice the fact that he has no 
earthly right to this title. 


AN Hon. Member: Insolence. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : 


has not. 


But he 


MAGISTRATES AND THE OATH 
ALLEGIANCE. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether, in view of the inconveni- 
ence caused by existing requirements, 
he will advise His Majesty to issue an 
order under Section 2 of the Promissory 
Oaths Act. TS71, enabling justices to 
take the oath of allegiance and the judicial 
oath before any two justices in’ petty 
sessions assembled. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
{ITCHIE, Croydon): 1 propose to take 
the King’s pleasure on this matter. 


OF 


TREATMENT OF INEBRIATES. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 


of State for the Home Department if 
he can state how many persons have 
been committed to inebriate homes 
under the Inebriates Act of 1898. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: I can only give the 
number of persons received into inebriate 
reformatories—namely, upto the present 
time, 257. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman say how many 
have been committed ? 


I 
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*Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir, | am afraid) *Mr. RITCHIE: So far as I am aware 

not. there are no Irish confined in any prison 

‘in England or Wales who can in any 

BRADFORD ANTLVACCINATIONISTS, sense of the term be ealled political 

Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask prisoners. I am not responsible for 
AUR. “hala : : p4 as ce i . a = 
the Secretary of State for the Home Irish or Scotch prisons. 


Department whether his attention has 


been drawn to the arrest of Walter 
Mottershead., Bradford, at) 5 o'clock 
in the morning of the 26th February, 


in consequence of his child, aged two 
vears, not having been vaccinated ; 
whether he will give directions that such 
an arrest should not be made at such an 
hour in the morning; and whether in 
the event of the child not being vaccinated 
he can interfere to prevent the man 
being again prosecuted. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: My attention has 
already been drawn to this case, but I 
have no authority to give any directions 
of the nature indicated, or to intervene 
in the course of criminal proceedings. 


EARTHE shal ARE AND CHINA INDUES- 
TR 


-LEAD POISONING. 


Mr. ciel HEATH (Staffordshire, 
N.W.): L beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for the Home Department whether 
he will give a Return of the number of 
eases of lead poisoning in earthenware 


and china works during the years 
1899 and 1900, with a statement in 


each case of the degree of seriousness 
of the ailment, and, wherever possible, 
the length of time for which the person 
was absent from work. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: I will give a Return 
showing so far as possible the severity of 
the attack, the number of previous 
attacks and the nature of the principal 
symptoms; but [am afraid that it is 
not possible to show the length of time 
for which each person was absent from 
work. 


SUGGESTED AMNESTY FOR IRISH 
POLITICAL PRISONERS. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen's Co., Ossory) : 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he will 
consider the advisability of recommending 
His Majesty the King to signalise his 
accession to the Throne by ordering the 
release of all the Irish political prisoners 
at present confined in the gaols of the 
United Kingdom. 





Mr. DELANY: What about the pri- 
soners referred to by the hon. Member 
for Galway who have been convicted by 
packed juries ! ‘ 

[No answer was given. | 

VEHICULAR TRAFFIC IN THE 
METROPOLIS. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, having regard to the fact 
that over 1,100 persons are injured and 
over 50 deaths occur through accidents 
caused by covered vehicles in the streets 
of London every year, whether it is 
the Government's intention to grant to 
the Commissioner of Police of the Metro- 
polis authority to compel proprietors of 
covered vehicles to have them so con- 
structed as to enable drivers 
passing and following traftic, 


*Mr. RITCHIE: | quite agree with 
my predecessor, who said, in answer to 
a question last year, that these covered 
vehicles are undoubtedly a danger, but 
I am afraid the Government have no 
power to grant the authority suggested. 


to see 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
if he can state how many outbreaks of 
foot-and-mouth disease have occurred 
this year, whether more or less than 
occurred to this date last year ; whether 
his attention has been drawn to the 
danger of introducing the disease by 
the importation of hides, skins, and 
offal from countries infected with the 
disease ; and what steps he proposes 
to take to prevent such infection in this 
country. 

*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, 
Preston): Ten outbreaks of foot-and- 
mouth disease have oceurred this year. 
In the corresponding period of 1900 
there were seven, but the counties 
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affected this year are only two as against 
three last year. ‘The possibility of the 
introduction of the disease by the impor- 
tation of skins, hides, and offal, as well 
as by hay and straw, and in many similar 
ways, has been the subject of frequent 
inquiry and attention, but while the 
evidence of actual danger is not clear, 
especially in the ease of the imports 
mentioned in the question, the ineon 
venience to the many trades concerned 
would be out of all proportion to the 
risk involved, and there is no precedent 
for a general prohibition of such imports. 
It is, of course, the duty of the Customs 
under the Foreign Animals Order of 
1896 to seize, detain, and, if necessary, 
destroy in specific cases, where there is 
reason to believe that disease may be 
introduced. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Will the right hon. 
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House, will the right hon. Gentleman 
support it ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is impos- 
sible for me to answer that, as the recom- 
mendations of the Committee affect 
Departments other than my own, 


WIDENING OF 
*COLONEL LEGGE George's, 
Hanover Square): | the 
First Commissioner of Works if he ean 
say when the proposed widening ot 
Piccadilly will be carried out. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuaias, Kent, 
St. Augustine's): This is a work, as my 
hon. and gallant friend is aware, which 
is to be carried out by the County Council. 
I believe they will be ready to commence 

it in the ensuing summer. 


PICCADILLY. 
(Nt. 


beg to ask 


Gentleman see that in any cases of sus- | 


apected infection the hides are dis- 
infected 2 


*Mr. HANBURY: Of course. 


FIRE DEFENCE, 

Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow- 
market): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has been directed to a 
speech delivered by his predecessor in 
office, on 12th April, 1899, on the sub- 
ject of fire brigades? ; whether he has 
considered the Report of the Select Com- 
mittee thereupon issued in July, 1900 ; 
and whether, having regard to the danger 
and anxiety caused by the existing state 
of fire defence, he is prepared to intro- 
duce a measure based upon the unani- 


mous recommendation of that Select 
Committee. 
Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL | 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter | 


Lone, Bristol, 8.): The Report of the 
Select Committee is receiving my con- 
sideration, but I cannot hold out any 
prospect of introducing a Bill on the 
subject during the present session. 


Mr. MALCOLM: If a Bill based on 


the unanimous recommendations of the | 


Select Committee is introduced into the 


+See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixix., page 901, 


| HYDE PARK GATES. 

| CoLoneL TUFNELL (Essex, 8.E.): 
|T beg to ask the First Commissioner 
| of Works whether he would consider 
| the advisability of allowing cabs proceed- 
jing to Paddington Station to pass 
| through the gates at Hyde Park Corner 
along the north side of the Serpentine 
and out at Victoria Gate. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: This could 
not be allowed without an alteration 
of the Statutory Rules made under the 
Parks Regulation Act. I do not think 
it would be advisable to take any steps 
for the alteration of the rules at present. 
EDINBURGH NEW INLAND REVENUE 
BUILDINGS. 

Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works, having regard 
to the fact that the construction of the 
new Inland Revenue Buildings at Edin- 
burgh was for some time delayed owing 
to the quarry from which the stone 
was obtained having ceased working. 
will he say whether a sufficient quantity 
of suitable stone has now been obtained 


from another quarry, and what progress 
' has been made with the buildings. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: A. sufti- 
cient quantity of suitable stone was 
obtained from another quarry, and the 
contract was completed in October, 1899. 


I2 
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KESSOCK FERRY, INVERNESS—-CON- 
VEYANCE OF MAILS. 

Mr. WEIR: 
to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, will he explain why 
the mails are conveyed over Kessock 
Ferry, Inverness, as passengers: liggagte ; 
and will he state whether the math are 
conveyed over both public and private 
ferries throughout the United Kingdom 
under similar conditions ; and under 
what Act of Parliament this practice Is 

wiithorised, 


I beg to ask the Secretary 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | 


Postmaster General is advised that he is 
entitled to claim: that the postman who 
crosses Kessock rry with the mails 
should be conveyed for the charge applic- 
able to ordinary members of the public 
and their luggage. 
which mails are conveyed over public and 
private ferries throughout the United 
Kingdom are not in all cases identical. In 
Eneland the Postmaster General has, asa 
rale. a right to the free use of a ferry not 
only for his mails, but for any oftieer in 
charge of them. The enactment bearing 
on the conveyance of postmen with mails 
across ferries is Section 9 of the Post 
Office (Offences) Act, 1837 (1. Vie. 
30); 
mon law of England also bearing on the 
question. 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY—THE POST 
OFFICE AND STEAMSHIP COMPANIES. 

Sir JOHN LENG: L beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, if he ean ex- 
plain what are the hindrances to the 
adoption by British steamship companies 
of the Marconi system of wireless tele- 
se on board of Belgian 


graphy now in | 
and German steamers ; 
state what requirements are made by the 
British Post Office which are not made by 
foreign post offices; and whether such 
as are proved to be hindrances will be 
speedily removed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The | 


companies who have 
Postmaster General are 


only 
applied 
those eneageld in the Channel services to 
France. Negotiations 
with those companies, and the Postmaster 
General is not in a position to give any 
further information at present. 


steamship 
to the 


are 


The conditions under | 
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BOLTON POST OFFICE EMPLOYEES’ 
GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): L beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if the Secretary to the Post Office 
has received a petition from the employees 
at the Bolton post office calling atten- 
tion to certain grievances in connection 
with the transference of rural postinen to 
the town, forwarded to him on the 
20th November, 1900; if so, can he say 
when it was acknowledged ; and what 
netion does he propose lo take in regard 
to the grievances mentioned therein. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Inquiry has been made, but no trace of 
the memorial from postmen at Bolton 
of November last having been received 
in the Secretary's office can at present 
ibe found. <A revision of the delivery 
arrangements at Bolton is now in course 
of preparation, and in connection with 


ithis the complaints about their present 


| 





duties, which are understood to have 
been put forward in the memorial in 
question by the postmen who were 
transferred from the rural district in 


1897, will be duly considered by the 


: © | Postmaster General. 
but there are doctrines of the com- | 


CIVIL SERVICE RULES— MONITOR 
CANDIDATES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can explain why persons who have served 
as monitors in national schools in 
Ireland for a period of five years are not 
granted the same allowances in age when 


;competing for Civil Service appoint- 


| ments as are granted to members of the 


prog eeding | 


whether he can | Royal Irish Constabulary ot five years 


service ; and whether he will take steps 
to instruct the Civil Service Commission- 
ers to have monitors included amongst 
those classes of persons to whom age 
allowances are made when competing for 
Civil Service appointments. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : As 
mv predecessor explained on 9th April 
last, it is undesirable that persons who 
have been trained at publie expense for 
the position of teacher should be given 
special encouragement to quit that pro- 





| fession for the Civil Service. I cannot 
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therefore give the undertaking suggested | as the precise nature of the service to be 


in the second paragraph of the question. 


RADWINTER AND HEMPSTEAD 
POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. ARMINE WODEHOUSE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden) : J beg to ask the Seere- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether the 
Postmaster General is aware of the incon- 
venience caused to the inhabitants of 
the villages of Radwinter and Hemp- 
stead, in Essex, owing to having only 
one delivery of letters a day, which makes 
it impossible for them to get a hewspaper 
on the day of issue, while immediately 
adjacent villages though further from 
their post town have two deliveries, and 
whether the Postmaster General will 
reconsider the answer communicated last 
month to the Chairman of the Henmip- 
stead Parish Council; and whether he 
is aware that frequently the walking 
postman is unable to take parcels duly 
posted at Hempstead owing to having 
more than he can carry, and whether he 
will make inquiry with a view to remedy- 
ing this state of things. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postinaster General has received from 
time to time applications for a second 
post from the inhabitants of Radwinter 
and Hempstead. The matter has been 
carefully considered, but it is found that 
the cost of the present service to these 
places exceeds the revenue from the 
correspondence, and that the expense of 
providing a second post is not justified. 
The Postmaster General is not aware that 
the postman is unable to take all parcels 
posted at Heimpstead, but he is having 
inqiury made on the subject. 

MALLAIG AND STORNOWAY STEAM 
SERVICE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if he will state 
when the proposed experimental steamer 
service between Mallaig and Stornoway 
will commence, and for how long this 
experimental service will be in operation ; 
and in view of the dissatistaction which 
exists in regard to the present steamer 
service, will care be taken that tenders 
are invited for the new steamer service 


between Mallaig and Stornoway as soon 
D e 


given has been determined. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
institution of any mail service by steamer 
between Mallaig and Stornoway is depen- 
dent upon the opening of the railway to 
Mallaig, upon the times at which the 
railway company may finally decide to 
run the trains, and upon the arrange- 
ments which the Postmaster General 
may be able to make with the company. 
The question of inviting tenders for a 
permanent mail service by steamer 
between the above named places will be 
further considered when any service, 
which it may be found desirable to estab 
lish experimentally, has been in actual 
operation for a suflicient: period. 


PONTYPOOL TELEPHONE EXCHANGE. 

Mr. M'KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
[ beg toask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
telephone exchange for the Abergavenny 
district is at Pontypool, he could state 
whether the transfer of the Abergavenny 
district to the Pontypool Telephone 
Exchange area is in any way barred 
by any condition in the Agreement with 
the National Telephone Company in con- 
nection with the purchase of the trunk 
lines by the State in 1896 ; and whether 
he could arrange for such transfer for 
the convenience of persons resident in the 
Abergavenny district and in the Ponty- 
pool Telephone Exchange area. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
limitation of local telephone exchange 
business to defined areas was a neces- 


sary condition of the Agreement of 
1896, under which the Post Ofte 


purchased the telephone trunk wires of 
the National Telephone Company, and 
undertook the maintenance and extension 
of the trunk wire system. The fusion 
of the Pontypool and Abergavenny Ex- 
change areas as defined by that Agree- 
ment would involve the abandonment of 
its main principle. 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 
DELAY IN PUBLICATION. 


JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg 


THE 


Mr. 


to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that at four o'clock 










I39 (uestions. 


on the atternoon of the 14th instant 


was that recording the proceedings of 
the 25th February ; and, seeing that 
Luls represents an arrear of nine or ten 
days beyond contract time, can he say 
whether the delay is due to the extra 
work thrown on the reporters in conse- 
quence of the recent late sittings ; and 
whether he will take steps to ensure a 
more prompt issue of the Debates. In 
putting this question I desire to say that 
it implies no reflection on the reporting 
staff, which I believe is doing its duty 
very satisfactorily. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
Sir, I am aware that there has been a 
very regrettable delay in the publication 
of the Debates this session, but I am in- 
formed that within a few minutes of the 
time mentioned in the hon. Member's 
question two more daily parts were placed 
in the Library. [ have communicated 
with the contractors, who inform me that 
the delay has been due to the breakdown 
of a vessel conveying new plant and 
material for use in the work, but that the 
plant and material are now in their hands 
and the arrears are being rapidly made 
up. L hope that under these cireum- 
stances no further cause ot complaint will 
arise. The hon. Member will see that it is 
not suggested that the delay is due to the 
reporting staff. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Is) the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 


Jast number of the printed proceedings 
of this [louse in the Library now is dated 
2ath February 


eighteen davs ago ! 

Mr. AUSTEN 
I am not aware of the fact, but I accept 
the hon. Member's statement. I hope 
that now the new machinery has reached 
the contractors the delay will soon be 
made up. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): May 
Task where the new plant and machinery 
came from—was it made in Germany or 
not ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 


Order, order ! 
SHIELDAIG AND APPLECROSS 
(ROSS-SHIRE) CART ROAD. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that one 


{COMMONS} 


the last number of The Parliamentary 
Debates to be obtained in the Library 


deen, 
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of the proprietors in the parish of Apple- 
cross, Ross-shire, has refused to give 
permission for the construction of a eart 
road between Shieldaig and Applecross ; 
and can the Secretary for Scotland take 
any steps to secure the construction of the 
proposed road. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): | am not 
aware of the fact referred to in the first 
paragraph of the hon. Member’s question. 
and in any case the matter seems to lie 
with the road authority. 


KING’S TITLE IN SCOTLAND. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) : 1 beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate whether the officials 
in the Signet Office in Edinburgh decline 
to signet summonses running in the name 
of His Most Gracious Majesty King 
Edward unless the words * the Seventh ” 
are added ; and whether, in view of the 
fact that no Sovereign bearing the name 
of Edward has hitherto reigned in Scot- 
land, instructions will be given to dis- 
continue the practice in all writs and 
documents running in the name of the 
Crown relating to Scotland alone. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire): 
Betore the right hon. Gentleman answers, 
may | inquire whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that the Oath ot 
Allegiance taken by hon, Members was 
to “King Edward” and not to * King 


Edward VII." ? 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen. N.): Is the 


Lord Advocate aware that, if a rigorous 
/rule were enforced as to the words * the 


CHAMBERLAIN : | 


Seventh,” a precedent would be created 
which was not adhered to in the similar 
case of William IV. ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
answer to the question on the Paper is 
that it has been decided. after full con- 
sideration. that His Majesty shall sign a> 
Edward VII. all writs passing the signet 
and other documents running in the 
name of the Crown in Scotland. The 
Secretary for Scotland sees no sufficient 


| groundon which to suggest an alteration 


of this decision as is suggested in the 
question. In answer to the question of 
the hon. Member for North Aber- 
I have made inquiry into the 
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matter, and find that in the time 
of William IV. signet letters and sum- 
monses always ran in the name of 
“William the Fourth,” so that precedent 
is adhered to. As to the question of 
the hon. Member for Inverness-shire, I 
candidly confess I have tried in vain to 
find a Scotch grievance in the King’s 
designation as Edward VII. It seems to 
me to be really a matter of convenience 
of citation, and that it would lead to con- 
siderable confusion if the statutes were 
cited in Scotland as those of Edward I. of 
Scotland. His Majesty was proclaimed 
under the title of Edward VIL, and the 
old idea in Scotland in regard to King 
James does not arise, because the statutes 
were not cited in the same way as now. 


Mr. PIRIE: May I point out that the 
precedent of William LV. was not always 
followed ? 


SCOTTISH — CONGESTED — DISTRICTS 
BOARD—ROAD CONSTRUCTION. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 

Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is aware that efforts are being 
made to induce the Congested Districts 
Board to construct private roads on 
certain estates in the congested area ; 
and will care be taken that the funds of 
the Board are not expended in the con- 
struction of roads which are to be specially 
under the control of landlords and for 
their exclusive benefit. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that their practice is only to 
entertain the question of grants for such 
roads as are approved by the Statutory 
Authority, namely, the district committee 
whose application is forwarded to the 
county council; and they are then 
further advised by the consulting engi- 
neer to the Board. In these circum- 
stances there seems no reason for giving 
any undertaking to provide against the 
insinuation conveyed in the latter part 
of the hon. Member’s question. 


AVOCH HARBOUR. 
Mr. WEIR : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade, having regard to 
the fact that in 1894 a landowner of 
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struction of a harbour, can it be stated 
whether Mr. Fletcher has since taken 
any steps to put into execution the terms 
of the Order ; and will he state whether 
the Order has some time since lapsed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (for Mr. GERALD 
Batrour): I understand that the works 
authorised by the Avoch Harbour Order, 
1894, have not been commenced within 
the prescribed time. Ii this be the case, 
the powers conferred by the Order 
would appear to have ceased. 


Mr. WEIR: Cannot the right hon. 
Gentleman answer the first part of the 
question ! 


Mr. LONG : 


the answer | 


No, Sir, | can only give 
have received. The hon. 





Member must put down any further 
question. 

Mr. WEIR: It is a very uusatis- 
factory answer. 

APPEAL FOR IRISH PRISONERS. 


Mr. DUFFY: IL beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the cases of two prisoners under- 
going penal servitude for life, one, 
Patrick Finnigan, in Mountjoy Prison, 
and another, Constable Muldowney, in 
Maryborough Prison, on conviction of 
complicity in murder; whether he is 
aware that His Excellency the Lord 
Lieutenant received petitions from all 
the public representative bodies, eleven 
in number, in the county of Galway, 
praying His Excellency to consider their 
cases ; and whether, in view of the fact 
that they have spent eighteen years in 
prison, His Excellency will now give 
their cases his most favourable con- 
sideration with a view to the exercise of 
the clemency of the Crown. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHamu, Dover): The 
petitions referred to were received by the 
Lord Lieutenant, who decided, so re- 
cently as August last, that the law must 
take its course. But if any new fact 
has transpired since then it can be 














Rosehaugh, at Avoch, Ross-shire, ob- 
tained a Provisional Order for the con- 


brought before the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, who is the dispenser of the 
prerogative of merey in that island. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : | 


Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will 
add to his statement by saying that he 
will look into the facts of the case himself, 
and use his influence with the Lord 
Lieutenant in the exercise of the preroga- 
tive of mercy. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid I 
eguld not. It would be altogether out- 
side my sphere. 


Mr. DUFFY: But is it not the faet 
that occasions when a Monarch ascends 
the Throne are deemed auspicious oppor- 
tunities for exercising the prerogative of 
mercy? Will the Government not take 
into consideration the fact that these 
men have been in prison nineteen years ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question has been answered. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Any facts should 
be laid not before me, but before the 
Lord Lieutenant. who dispenses the 
prerogative of mercy. 

Mr. DUFFY: Well, I shall certainly 
bring this matter under the notice of the 
House. 


(Juestion 2. 


LIVE-STOCK BREEDING IN [RELAND. 

Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will take steps to co-ordinate the adminis- 
tration of Government grants for en- 
couraging improvement in the breeding 
of live stock in Ireland by transferring 
to the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction for Ireland the 
grant now made for that purpose to the 
Royal Dublin Society. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The grant now 
made to the Royal Dublin Society for 
encouraging improvement in the breed- 
ing of live stock in Ireland is, by mutual 
arrangement, administered in co-ordina- 
tion with the Department of Agriculture. 
In framing its schemes the Society has 
conferred with the Department, and has 
endeavoured to frame its rules so as to 
avoid the risk of its work overlapping or 
conflicting with the work of the Depart- 
ment. 


Mr. KENNEDY: Does not the pre- 
sent system produce friction ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that 
the Royal Dublin Society and the Public 
Department are working in harmony on 
this matter. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT—THE 
WEXFORD APPEAL. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wextord, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
say when the Vote for the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland will be taken, and 
if the Government will provide an oppor- 
tunity for discussing the case of the Wex- 
ford County Council v. The Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This question 
should be addressed to the First Lord of 
the Treasury. I am quite prepared to 
express my opinion in the course of any 
debate on this matter. 


LOWER ORMOND ELECTORAL 
DIVISIONS. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
what is the reason for the delay in carry- 
ing out the recommendation of the 
County Council of North Tipperary with 
regard to the transfer to the Borrisokane 
Union of certain electoral divisions in the 
barony of Lower Ormond. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The general ques 
tion of the amalgamation and alteration 
of certain unions is engaging the atten- 
tion of the Local Government Board. 
The recommendation of the North Tip- 
perary County Council will be considered 
with other proposals of a like nature. 


KERRY ASSIZES—JURY 
CHALLENGING. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he can state how many Roman Catholies 
attended as jurors at last Kerry assizes, 
how many were ordered to stand aside in 
the trial of the Glencar prisoners, and on 
what grounds was such an order given ; 
and can he explain why those prisoners 
who had given substantial bail for their 
appearance at the trial, and whom the 
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cuffed in pairs through the streets of 
Tralee to the county gaol. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no informa- 
tion as to the religious composition of the 
panel. The number of jurors on the 
panel was 100, of whom 69 answered. 
In answer to the second paragraph, when 
the hearing of the cases was adjourned 
overnight on the 12th instant, application 
was made to the Lord Chief Justice for 
the admission of the accused to bail, but 
this application was refused by the 
learned judge. The prisoners were then 
conveyed by car, handcuffed, to the gaol ; 
they were not marched through the 
streets. They were handcuffed by order 
of the gaoler, who, as responsible for their 
safe custody until finally dealt with by 
the Court, was bound to take every 
necessary precaution for their safe keep- 


ing. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Can 
you state the number who were ordered 
to stand by ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Fifty-four. 


CapTaAIn DONELAN (Cork, E.): Are 
prisoners in similar circumstances in Eng- 


land handcuffed ? 
Mr. WYNDHAM: That is a hypo- 


thetical question that it would be very 
difficult to answer. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork): Are you aware 
that these prisoners had been out on 
bail ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am_ perfectly 
aware of that. Under similar circum- 
stances prisoners have sometimes not 
come up. 

CoLoNEL NOLAN (Galway, N.): Can- 
not the right hon. Gentleman take steps 
to prevent these things occurring ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is in the disere- 
tion of the officials who are responsible 
lor the safe keeping of the prisoners. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): Do you 
know that the condition of bail bonds is 
that they are to last from day to day ? 
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IRISH QUEEN’S COLLEGES. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state 
the amount of cost incurred in establish- 
ing the Queen’s Colleges of Cork, Belfast, 
and Galway, and also the amount of 
present endowments and the total 
amounts of the annual grants since made 
for maintenance and such purposes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The original cost 
of the buildings to the State was £100,000, 
and additional grants amounting to 
£138,627 have since been made for new 
buildings and cost of maintenance. Each 
of the colleges receives an endowment of 
£7,000 a year out of the Consolidated 
Fund, together with an annual Parlia- 
mentary Vote of £1,600 in aid of ex- 
penises. 

IRISH DISTRICT INSPECTORS OF 

CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. CONOR O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): 
[ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
seeing that it is the practice of the Con- 
stabulary authorities not to allow district 
inspectors to remain longer than four 
years in the first district to which they 
are sent after completing their training as 
cadets in the depot, he can explain why 
District Inspector Wallace, of Belmullet, 
has been retained for twelve years in 
that district ; and can he say whether 
any other district inspectors in the force 
have been retained in control of a police 


distriet for such a length of time? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no regula 
tion to the effect mentioned in the first 
paragraph. District Inspector Wallace 
has been retained at Belmullet in the 
interests of the public service, and several 
other officers have remained in charge of 
districts for similar and even longer 
periods. 


QUEEN VICTORIA’S FUNERAL— 


POLICE AND IRISH SHOPKEEPERS. 
Mr. CONOR O'KELLY: I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. John O'Malley, a licensed 
publican of Belmullet, having declined 


to close his premises on 2nd February. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


| on the occasion of the funeral of Her late 








oye (Juestions. 


Majesty. in accordance with the orders ot | 
the police, they entered his shop and only 
refrained from putting up the window 
shutters when Mr. O Malley eventually 
requested his assistants to close his shop ; 
and, can he state by whose authority 
the Belmullet police ordered the local 
publicans to close their premises on the 
occasion referred to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The allegation 
that the police entered Mr. O'Malley's 
premises on the 2nd February is without 
foundation. Several publicans asked the 
District Inspector on the previous day 
whether they were required to close, 
and that officer expressed the opinion, 
erroneously, that the day came within 
the provisions of the Licensing Act of! 


1872. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
compensation be given to the publicans 
for their loss of trade through having 
acted on instructions erroneously given 
by the police ! 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not know 
whether the error was corrected in: 
time or not. In the only other instance | 
in which it was made it was corrected in 
time. 


CONGESTED DISTRICT BOARD'S 
WorRK IN COUNTY GALWAY. | 
Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway. Conne- | 
mara): IT beg to ask the Chiet Secretary | 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he will turnish particulars as to 
the operations of the Congested Districts | 
Board in County Galway, similar to those 
which he has promised to supply in 
county Kerry. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The intormation 
will be sent to the hon. Member in the 
course of a tew days. 





IRISH RURAL DISTRICT COUNCILS. ; 


*Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland! 


whether he will take steps to extend 
the powers of the rural district councils 
in Ireland that will confer on them 
the right already enjoyed by urban 
councils to erect artizans dwellings | 
for tradesmen in towns which have not: 
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been urbanised under the Local Gov- 
ernment (Lreland) Act. so as to enable 
these rural councils to provide for the 
better housing of the tradesmen in 
such towns. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The rural district 
councils have extensive powers for pro- 
viding house accommodation under the 
Labourers Acts. As at present advised, 
[ am not prepared to extend those powers 
by applying the Housing of the Working 
Classes Acts to rural districts. 


Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman undertake to 


break down the monopoly ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [| do not admit 
that there is a monopoly. The time has 
not come to apply to urbai districts 
the powers now exercised in rural dis- 
tricts. 


Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman look into the 
question | 

Mr. WYNDHAM: My reply Was 


based on my consideration of it. 


INLAND REVENUE —PROSECUTION 
OF MR. LESLIE. 

*Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan. N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that in the case of Mr. Leslie, 
who was a party to the recent proceedings 
in the King’s Bench Division in Ireland, 
the first permission to Mr. Leslie given 
by the Inland Revenue authorities 
was to continue to carry on the business 
of selling intoxicating liquors pending 
the decision of that Court ; and that this 
decision was given on the 21st December 
1900, while the date of the application 
on behalf of Mr. Leslie for a new  per- 
mission was the llth January 1901; 
can he state whether Mr. Leslie sold intoxi- 
cating liquors or exposed them for sale 
between the 21st December and the 
11th January ; and, if so, will directions 
be given to the local police authorities 
to take proceedings against him for 
his breach of the law, and will the second 
permission granted be now withdrawn. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
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N.): The facts are set out with substan- 
tial accuracy in the first paragraph of 
the question. Intoxicating liquors were 
not sold or exposed for sale by Mr. Leslie 
in the interval between the 21st Decem- 
ber, when the King’s Bench Division 
delivered judgment, and the 23rd Janu- 
ary, When the permission was obtained. 
The concluding inquiry in the question 
of the hon. Member for North Monaghan 
should be addressed to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, but probably the hon. 
Member will be satisfied with the assur- 
ance given by my right hon. friend on 


Friday last. 


INLAND REVENUE—QUEEN’S 
STORES, DUBLIN. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : On behalt 
of the hon. Member for the Harbour 
Division of Dublin, [ beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether the 
Excise Bonded Stores, at 12, North Wall, 
Dublin, known as the Queen’s Stores, 
have recently been sold to a shipping 
company; and, if so, whether it is intended 
that the premises be continued as bonded 
stores; and whether the porters em- 
ploved by the Inland Revenue in con- 
nection with these stores will be con- 
tinued in the service or receive remunera- 
tion if disemployed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : It 
is a faet that arrangements have been 
made by the Board of Works (Dublin) 
for the sale of the Queen’s Stores, North 
Wall, Dublin, to a shipping company ; 
but the Board of Inland Revenue are not 
aware of the purpose for which the com- 
pany propose to use the premises. The 
porters employed by the Board at the 
stores have received notice that their 
services will not be required after the 
3lst instant. ‘They will receive on retire- 
ment such gratuities as they may be 
qualified for under the Superannuation 
Act. 


TALLOW CONSPIRACY CASE AT 
WATERFORD ASSIZES. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.) : 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state how 

many jurors were ordered by the Crown 

to stand aside at the recent Waterford 


assizes in the case of the alleged con- | 


spiracy at Tallow, county Waterford ; 
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and can he give the grounds on which the 
Crown Solicitor directed John Power and 
other jurors to stand aside, and state the 
proportion of the entire panel directed tu 

| stand aside. 


| Mr. ATKINSON: With the permis- 
| sion of my right hon. friend, I will reply 
| to this question. There were 120 jurors 
on the panel in the case referred to. The 
number of jurors ordered to stand by 
by the Crown in the case referred to was 
forty-three. The Crown Solicitor ordered 
the juror named to stand by, as he did all 
| others, in the discharge of the duty 
expressly imposed upon him by the cir- 
i cular letter of February, 1894—namely, 
| that while abstaining from requiring any 
i juror to stand by on account ot his 
| political or religious opinions he should 
| ** direct to stand by all such persons as he 
should have reason to believe were likely 
| to be hindered from giving an impartial 
verdict, by favour towards the accused 
wv fear of the consequences to their 
persons, property, or trade.” 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Were these 
forty-three men ordered to stand aside 
because their religion has been declared 





iby the King to be abominable and 
idolatrous ? 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Lon. 





Members must not attempt to debate the 
answers. 


FERMANAGH COUNTY SECRETARY, 
} Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 5.) : 
| 1 beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
| view of the conditions under which the 
isalary of the secretary of the County 
Council of Fermanagh was arrived at. 
| namely, on the suggestion of the Court of 
King’s Bench, that the secretary of the 
council and the county council should 
come to a settlement, and an adjourn- 
ment of the ease for a week for that pur- 
| pose, and seeing that the Court confirmed 
ithe order of the Local Government 
| Board against the efforts of the council, 
jraising the salaries of the assistant 
county surveyors by 50 per cent., he will 
grant an inquiry if the County Council 
of Fermanagh are willing to pay the 
| expenses of said inquiry. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I can only suggest. 
as I did on Friday last, that the best 
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course will be to await the result of the 
Wextord inquiry. 


ENNISKILLEN LAND APPEALS. 
Mr. JORDAN : L| beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state when the 
Land Commission will next sit in Eniis- 
killen to hear the arrears of appeals to 
their Court in the county of Fermanagh. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir ; the Com- 
missioners are unable at present to assign 
a date. 


PORTADOWN DISTURBANCES. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 1 
beg to ask the Chiet Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Lreland whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to the frequency 
of the attacks made on the Roman 
Catholic Church, Edenderry, Portadown, 
especially within the last twelve months ; 
whether he can state the number of times 
in that period the windows of the church 
referred to have been deliberately broken; 
and whether any report on the subject 
has been made by the local police authori- 
ties to the Castle ; and, if so, whether any 
action, and, if 


any, What action, has 
been taken by the Executive in reference 
thereto. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Some panes ot 
glass in this church have been broken 
within the past year on three separate 
occasions. Respectable people of all 
denominations have expressed their dis- 
approval of these mischievous and wanton 
acts. They are believed to have been 
committed by boys ; and windows, I may 
observe, have also been broken in the 
Protestant Church, also, I imagine. by 
boys. The occurrences were duly re- 
reported by the local constabulary, by 
whom every effort was made to trace the 
guilty parties, though, I regret to say, 
without result. 


Mr. CLANCY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman further inquire ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I it is a question 
of my obtaining evidence where the 
police have failed, I doubt if I can succeed. 


Mr. CLANCY: Has not the right hon. 


Gentleman received three letters from 
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the Roman Catholics of Portadown on 
this subject, and not answered a single 


/one ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That fact has not 
come to my knowledge. 


SHILLELAGH UNION INQUIRY. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: L beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can give 
the names of the witnesses summoned 
by Dr. Flinn on behalf of Nurse Joyce 
in connection with the recent Local 
Government Board inquiry at Shillelagh; 
also the names of those witnesses who 
gave evidence tor Nurse Joyee and oi 
those who did not give evidence. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The names of the 
persons summoned were Mrs. Brennan, 
Mrs. Nolan, Mrs. Moran, Mrs. Gregan, 
Mrs. Kavanagh, Mrs. M’Donald, My. 
Nolan, Mr. James. ‘The first four gave 
evidence, the others cither failed to 
attend the inquiry, or left before it con- 
cluded. Three other witnesses who were 
not summoned also gave evidence on 
behalf of the nurse—namely, the Rev. Mr. 
Busher, Mr. Trayner, and Mr. Byrne, 
chairman of the guardians. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that a week 
ago he told me in answer to a question 
that sixteen witnesses had been examined! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 

IRISH BOARD OF WORKS. 

*Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to 
‘ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Chairman of the Board of 
Works, Ireland, has resigned, and whether 
his resignation has been accepted; 
whether any appointment has yet been 
made to the office, and, if so, whether he 
ean say who has been appointed, and 
what are his qualifications for the office. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The present 
Chairman’s term of five years expires 
at the end of this month. L hope to 
‘be able to announce the name of his 
| successor in a few days. 


CLONES RAILWAY GATES. 
*Dr. THOMPSON: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he 
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is aware of the inconvenience to the | 


peop'e of the town and neighbourhood 
of Clones, by reason of the obstruction 
to the traffic caused by the almost 
constant closure of the railway gates 
across one of the main roads leading 
into Clones, will he cause inquiry to be 
made whether a bridge over the crossing 
ean be easily constructed, and it he wall 
order an inspeetor to visit’ the place 
complained of and furnish a report to 
the Board of Trade of the result of his 
investigation of this public nuisance and 
danger. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (for Mr. Geratp 
Banrour): The questions affecting this 
level crossing have engaged the atten- 
tion of the Board of Trade and an in- 
spection was made last year. My right 
hon. friend will be happy to supply the 
hon. Member, if he so desires, with a 
copy of the inspector’s report. I under- 
stand that the railway company are 
proposing to construct new sidings with 
the view of diminishing the amount of 
shunting over the crossing and have 
obtained powers for the purchase of the 
necessary land. 


IRISH SPEAKING POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: L beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether in appointments to the office 
of postmaster in Wales, a knowledge of 
the Welsh language is essential ; and 
whether seeing that correspondents in 
the west of Ireland have had letters 
addressed in Irish returned to them as 
insufficiently addressed or not known; and 
whether he will take steps to prevent 
a recurrence of this by appointing for 
the present one or two Irish scholars 
to the office in Dublin, and by securing 
for future appointments in the Irish- 
speaking districts in Lreland postmasters 
with a knowledge of the language. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In 
appointing postmasters at places where 
the Welsh language is in general use 
preference is given to candidates who 
have a knowledge of the language. In 
the Postmaster General's opinion, no 
sufticient reason exists for requiring a 
knowledge of the Irish language from 
postmasters or other servants of the 


Department in Ireland. 
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O'DONNELL: Will 


Mr. THOMAS 
the hon. Gentleman undertake to do 
what is asked in the last paragraph of 
the question ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
cannot make any promise. Hf the hon. 
Member has any special reasons to 
advanee and will send them to me, 1 will 
forward them to the Postmaster General, 


DUBLIN POST OFFICE REVISION. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: 1 beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether his attention has been directed 
to the revision of E891, under which 
the scale of pay of the Dublin male 
supervising force was raised—namely, 
the seale previous to 1891 £150 
per annum, rising by £8 per annum 
to £190, and the seale after revision 
of 1891 £200) per annum, rising 
by £10 per annum to £250; and, seeing 
that the former scale was retained fora 
clerks’ class, but that all the members of 
this class in 1891 were advanced to the 
latter scale, their duties being identical 
with those performed by the female 
supervising force, whose maximum pay 
is only half that of males, whether the 
Postmaster General in the coming  re- 
vision will grant the female supervising 
staff an increase in scale of pay, with the 
view of allaying the discontent which has 
long existed; and will he take steps to 
have open coinpetitive examinations 
held in Dublin for at least some of the 
places by which it is intended to increase 
the Dublin female staff. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General is aware of the 
nature of the revision of 1891 under 
which the scale of pay of the Dublin male 
supervising force was raised ; the female 
supervising force also obtained an im- 
provement of pay and position at the 
same time. As was stated in reply to the 
hon. Member on the 7th instant, the 
scales for the female supervising force are 
those proper to their class at offices such 
as Dublin, and no reason is seen for in- 
creasing them. It is not possible to say 
at present whether any of the vacancies 
for female sorting clerks and telegraph- 
ists caused by the revision will be filled 

| by open competition. 
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THE ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 
ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
ean inform the House when the Joint 
Committee on the subject of the Sove- 
reign’s Accession Oath and Declaration 
will be appointed ; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of moving an 
Instruction to the Committee to inquire 
to what extent the Declaration is objec- 
tionable to Roman Catholics and like- 
wise to the members of the Greek Ortho- 
dox Church. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This matter 
has been initiated in another place, and 
until the House of Lords appoint the 
Committee, I am afraid we cannot take 
any steps; but [ do not think there will 
be any delay in appointing the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. DELANY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer the last part of the 
question / 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 
would be undoubtedly open to the Com- 
mittee to take evidence, if they wished 
to do so, as to the way in which the 
Declaration was objectionable to His 
Majesty's subjects. 


Mr. DELANY: 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
it necessary to publish the Return asked 
for. It will be in the competence of the 
Committee to call for any information 
they desire. I should have thought that 
the general topics suggested in the ques- 
tion are matters of common knowledge ; 
and if they are not, the Committee will 
have full power to make themselves 
more fully acquainted with them. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Will the Committee be empowered 
to take evidence from Protestants who 
may object to any alteration in the 
Declaration ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: So I should 
suppose, 
THE CIVIL LIST COMMITTEE— 


PUBLICATION 

DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. ROCHE: T beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view of 
the recent unauthorised publication of 
documents laid before the Civil List 
Committee, he will consider whether effect 
should now be given to the recommen- 
dation of the Cottage Homes Bill Com- 
mittee that the representative of the 


OF CONFIDENTIAL 


offending newspaper should be deprived 


Can the right hon. | 


Gentleman inform me how many rela- | 


tives of the King, including reigning 
sovereigns, belong to the Greek Church ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: IT beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will lay upon the Table of 
the House the resolutions condemnatory 
of the portion of the King’s Accession 
Oath offensive to Roman 
which were passed by grand juries, 
county councils, corporations, district 
councils, and other public bodies in 
Ireland, and by representative organisa- 
tions in Great Britain, Canada, Australia, 
the United States, and other foreign 
countries, in order that the Joint Com- 
mittee of the Lords and Commons about 
to be appointed to inquire into and report 
on this matter may have the advantage 
of considering them hefore coming to a 
decision on the question. 


Catholies ; 


of the entrée to the Lobby. 


Mr. YOUNG (Cavan, E.): At the 
same time may I ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, in view of the 
frequent unauthorised publication — of 
official documents by The Times news- 
paper, he will now act upon the advice 
of the Cottage Homes Bill Committee 
and exclude its Parliamentary corre- 
spondent from the Lobby. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
these questions, | do not think I need 
do more than remind both hon. Members 
that this matter has been brought under 
the notice of Mr. Speaker, and that it 
will no doubt be dealt with by him as 
circumstances render desirable. 


Mr. ROCHE: Then I will respectfully 
address my question to you, Mr. Speaker. 


-*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not a question 
of order or procedure. and such questions 
alone should be addressed to me. 
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Mr. ROCHE: May I remind the House 
that the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee was that the Lobby representa- 
tives of newspapers who published privi- 
leged documents should be excluded from 
the inner lobbies of the House ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The House has en- 
trusted to me the superintendence of the 
admission of the representatives of the 
press to the Lobby ; but it will be im pos- 
sible for me to perform that duty if Lam 
to be questioned on the exercise of my 
discretion as though I were a Minister 
periorming Ministerial duties. 


Mr. OSSHEE: Then how, Sir. will 
you intimate to the House the course 
which you have taken ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: When I do intimate 
it. the hon. Member will know. 


Mr. ROCHE: I beg to ask Mr. Attor- 
ney General whether it is proposed that 
the Government will institute proceed- 
ings under the Official Secrets Act against 
the newspaper in which publication was 
given to the confidential documents laid 
before the Civil List Committee. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finuay, Inverness Burghs): I 


cannot add anything to the answer [| 


gave the other day to the hon. Member 


for Dundee.t 


SERVICE REVISED SUPPLE- 
MENTARY ESTIMATES. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he wished to ask 


CIVIL 


a question of the First Lord of the Trea- 


sury-with reference to the Supplementary 
Estimates. It seemed to him that these 
Estimates, in the form in which they 
were to-day presented to the House for 
the first time, would be put in one sum 
from the Chair. This would enable the 
whole of the amount to be taken at once 
if the Government in their necessity 
thought it expedient to do so. Formerly, 
each Supplementary Estimate was put 
separately from the Chair. He wished 
to ask why had this innovation been 
introduced without notice, and what 


+ See page 102 of this Volume. 
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opportunity would be given to the House 
to discuss it, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that this was a matter of the greatest 
importance affecting the procedure of 
the House, and in a few short sentences 
he would try and make the position 
quite clear, The Government in the 
usual introduced the Supple- 
mentary Estimates under thirty-five 
different heads. Fourteen of these were 
discussed and disposed of. The fifteenth, 
the Vote for the Stationery Office, was 
at present under discussion. Now the 
Government were withdrawing the 
whole of the Supplementary Estimates, 
ineluding the Vote under discussion, 
and were substituting a new Supple- 
mentary Estimate, not for a series of 
sums, each sum affecting a separate De- 
partment, but for one sum. of nearly 
£1 000,000 covering the whole of the 
Departments, As far as the Civil Service 
Estimates were concerned, was this course 
not without precedent ! Did the right. 
hon, Gentleman propose to inaugurate 
this new practice without any discussion 
whatever! Under the old practice 
each sum was voted for a particular 
Department, and no portion of one sum 
voted for one Department could be spent 
on another Department. If the whole 
amount was voted in one sum, however, 
would it not be competent to spend the 
whole of it on one Department or on two 
or three Departments ? This being quite 
a new innovation in practice, did not the 
right hon. Gentleman think it right that 
the House should havea full opportunity 
of discussing it / 


course 


Tak FIRST LORD or tir TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
K.): The hon. Gentleman has with 
great clearness put several questions, 
and I will endeavour to answer them. 
One was whether the form now adopted 
of presenting the Estimate would enable 
one Department to spend money intended 
by the House for another Department— 
whether, in fact, the eontrol over the 
allocation of the money would not be 
lost. In my opinion, no such conse- 
quence will follow from the change. 


The allocation of the money will be as 
strictly limited by law as if the ordinary 
form of the Estimates had been main- 
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tained. The hon. Member has also which I believe excite most interest 


asked whether there is any precedent 


for such a procedure in the Civil Service | 


Estimates. I do not know whether the 
hon. Member will call it a precedent, 
but there is the precedent of Excess 
Votes. The analogy between the two 
cases is close: Votes helonging to diffe- 
rent Departments and dealt) with by 
different Ministers are put together from 
the Chair as one sum 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I asked 
the right hon. Gentleman not whether 
there was any analogous ease, but whether | 
there was any precedent in Civil Service 
Supplementary Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There is no 
precedent. The change has been made 


broadly in the interests of the discussion 
of the Estimates. The whole of the 
Estimates must be obtained in order to 
introduce the Appropriation Bill on 
this day week. I propose that the whole 
of the Parliamentary time between now 
and Monday, except Wednesday, shall 
he devoted to the discussion of the Esti- 
mates. Is it not better that the House 
should devote this time to the best 
purposes of debate, rather than that it 
should be engaged in voting time after 
time upon matters of relatively small | 
importance, as we have, | regret to say, 
been doing! Undoubtedly the effect of 
the change will be to enable the whole 
question to be put as one from the Chair ; 
but this will not preclude Amendments 
from being moved, nor will it) curtail 
debate on any item in the Estimates. 
I think that if he will reflect for one 
moment, the hon. Member will see that 
the change is very much in the interests 


of full discussion in the House. In 
addition to the fundamental and im- 
portant change about which  ques- 
tions have been asked, there have 
heen two or three subsidiary and 
minor changes. The first is that 
I have omitted a Vote which might 


legitimately have given rise to some 
debate—the subsidy for the Viceroy 
of Wu-sung. It is not technically neces- 
sary to take that Vote on the Supple- 
mentary Estimates. Then there has 
been introduced the Estimate for the 
Queen’s funeral, and I have altered the 
order of the Estimates so that the Votes 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


will not be put off by debates on minor 
matters. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: But the 
right hon. Gentleman has not answered 
my question as to what opportunity 


‘will be afforded the House for discus. 


sing this innovation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 1 should hope 
that after my explanation there will not 
be any great desire on the part of the 
House to discuss the innovation. The 
circumstances are altogether special, and 
special means must be taken to meet 
them. The circumstances are well known 
to the House, and I hope that without 
further discussion the reasonableness of 
the course adopted will commend itself 
to all hon. Members. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said it appeared to him that this 
was simply a new kind of closure, in- 
vented to meet the temporary and 
passing exigencies of the present session, 
owing entirely to the late date at which 
Parliament was called together. He 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
whether, having invented it. he could 
not carry his ingenuity a little further 
and give the House an opportunity of 
saying whether or not it approved his 
action. Surely they were entitled to 
such an opportunity. 


Sr JOHN BRUNNER = (Cheshire, 
Northwich): If an Amendment were 
moved to an item low down on. the 


list, would that preclude any discussion 
on items preceding it / 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8S.) said the 
effect of the change would be to con- 
eentrate discussion on one particular 
topic, and it would do away with the 
system of one Amendment one Vote. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have been 
asked whether my ingenuity cannot 
find time for the discussion of this change. 


‘I am glad the hon. Member for Dundee 


refers to it as ingenuity, but I must 
remind him that the most ingenious 
man cannot turn one hour into two 
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or find time where it does not exist. It man moves his motion I wish to ask a 
is no doubt in the power of the House question with regard to the answer just 
to take time to discuss this change out made by the First Lord of the Treasury. 
of the available time for the discussion I understood him to say that under the 
of the Estimates. If it is not in order Vote in its new form if a reduction was 
to move the adjournment of the House, moved regarding one of the subjects 
no doubt the question might be raised which come towards the end of the Vote 
on the Estimates. under discussion, that would cut out an 
Amendment upon an earlier item. I 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Thereissomeanalogy wish to ask whether it is not a fact that 
in what occurred in 1890, when the late any Amendment moved must be an 
Mr. Smith laid Estimates on the Table of Amendment upon the whole sum, and 
the House, and the number of Votes was whether it will not be entirely in the 
reduced from, I think, 157 to 106, without hands of the Speaker or Chairman to 
any previous notice, by consolidating a decide as to who speaks and in what order. 
number of the Votes. [remember that on 
that occasion an hon. Member asked *Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot anticipate 
whether he might move the adjourn- the ruling of the Chair, and the ruling of 
ment of the House, and Mr. Speaker the Chairman of Committees on the 
Peel informed him that the proper course subject is a matter entirely for him. 
would be to move to report Progress Has the hon. Member for Waterford the 
when the House went into Committee, leave of the House ? 
and to raise the question in that way. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The case 
which you have put before the House is 
not an exact precedent. It was a case 
where the number of Votes was reduced 
from 137 to something less, and a few ot 
them were consolidated. This is a case 
where the remainder of the Supplemen- 
tary Votes have been withdrawn, in- 
cluding one actually under discussion, 
and they have been consolidated in one 
sum which covers them all. In those 
circumstances | would ask permission to 
move the adjournment of the House in 
order to call attention to a definite matter 
of urgent public importance—namely, 
“the substitution for the Civil Service 
Estimates previously presented of a 
Supplementary Estimate for one sum 
covering all the various Departments, 
contrary to the uniform practice of the 
House.” 


The pleasure of the House having 
been signified— 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The first 
complaint which I have to make with 
reference to the action of the Govern- 
ment in this matter is that they are en- 
deavouring to initiate an entirely new 
practice of far-reaching importance, 
almost, | would say, by stealth, but cer- 
tainly without any notice whatever to 
anybody. I venture to say that in the 
whole House of Commons on both sides 
ot the House there were probably not a 
dozen men who came down here this 
afternoon, who knew that this change 
was to be attempted to-day. These 
revised Supplementary Estimates were. 
it is true, circulated on Saturday, but, 
without any notice of any sort or kind 
which hon. Members would have been 

}able to take cognisance of, this new rule 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I shall not prevent has been sprung upon the House. I do 
the hon. Member from discussing the not know what view the Liberal Members 
change. On the occasion to which I of this House take upon this matter, 
have referred, Mr. Speaker Peel recom- but it seems to me that the right hon. 
mended the hon. Member to deal with Gentleman and the Government are 
the matter in Committee, but I did not going steadily step by step along the road 
understand him to rule that it could at the end of which absolute suppres- 
not be done by moving the adjournment. sion of independent criticisms of the 
of the House. Has the hon. Member the: Estimates is the goal. If the right hon. 
leave of the House ? Gentleman is allowed now with regard 

to Supplementary Estimates covering 
*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- | all the branches of the service to intro- 
field, Ecclesall) : Before the hon. Gentle- duce it as one sum, so that only one divi- 


VOL. XCI. [FourTH Series.} = -K 














263 Civil Service Revised 
sion can be taken upon it, discussion 
upon the different items will be de- 


stroyed, because although the right hon. 
Gentleman pointed out to us that we 
might move Amendments upon each item, 
the next moment he had to admit that 
if an Amendment was moved upon some 
item low down in the list, that would 
preclude the possibility of moving any 
Amendment upon an item higher up in 
the list. If the right hon. Gentleman 
is permitted by the House of Commons 
to do this against the protest of a little 
group of hon. Members on the Irish 
benches—and | say that all the indepen- 
dent Members of this House, who desire 
to safeguard their rights and liberties 
should join in this protest -the next 
thing that will happen will be that on 
some future day you will find a Minister 
coming down tothis House. and, not in a 
Supplementary Estimate, but in the ori- 
ginal Estimate, proposing one sum to 
cover the whole series of services. This 
question affects the right of discussion 
in this House and the right of individtal 
criticism by independent Members, and | 
respectfully submit that it ought to be 
considered solely and, indeed, entirely 
apart from the immediate needs or cir- 
cumstances of the moment. The House 
of Commons, by authorising a practice 
like this, is establishing a precedent for 
all time. There Members of 
this House—probably there is a majority 
of Members of this House—who have 
such confidence in the right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Treasury, and 
in his having control of the financial 
concerns of the Empire, that they do not 
fear putting enormous powers into his 


mav be 


hands. But they ought to think of 
the future, and it is impossible for 


them to foretell when the time may come 
when there may be in office a Govern- 
inent that they do not trust, and when 
there may be upon the Treasury Bench 
English statesmen controlling the finan- 
cial affairs of the Empire, into whose 
hands they do not desire to have those 
enormous powers put. What would be 
the position of this House of Commons 
in the future if on the original Estimates 
for the year a procedure of this kind 
happened to be tollowed ! It is no use 
for the right hon. Gentleman to say that 
this would never be done. I say that 
by sanctioning this new procedure on 


Mr. John Redmon?, 
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Supplementary Estimates you are creat- 
ing something that will be quoted some 
day as a precedent for going further. It 
is a fatal practice from the point of view 
of the House of itself, and 
from the point of view of independent 
Members. It is fatal to acquiesce without 
a protest in this continual encroachment 
upon our rights and liberties. So far as 
the Irish Members are concerned, we 
who come here from Ireland are bound to 
protest in the strongest and most effee- 
tive way against this continual depriva- 
tion of those rights which we enjoy of 
discussing the government of our coun 
try. One effect of this new rule will be to 
abolish the possibility of divisions. On 
the Supplementary Estimates under the 
old practice every individual Vote is put 
separately from the Chair, and the discus- 
sion on that Vote is confined to that 
subject ; and if there happen to be any 
Members of the House who are dissatisfied 
with the undertakings and explanations 
given by the Government they are en- 
titled to register their disapproval by 
voting against the item in the lobby. 
That is all to be changed now. and these 
thirty-five different heads ot Supply ure 
all to be grouped together. There will 
be a general discussion on the whole 
Vote, and when one Member gets upand 
discusses one Department, the Member 
who immediately follows him will raise 
the discussion on another Department, 
and thus destroy any possibility of effec- 
tive debate on any Department. Some 
hon. Member who is lucky enough to 
be ealled upon early in the discussion 
may move an Amendment dealing with 
some particular Department in which he 
happens to be interested, and will raise, 
perhaps, a question of £10, £20, or per: 
haps £70. Lf such a case happened, and 
the Member called upon by the Chairman 
moves an Amendment, that would pre- 
clude any single opportunity of discussion 
on any of the items that appeared on 
the list before it, although the subject 
under discussion might be the very last 
one of the thirty-five items. I think it 
is discreditable that a change of this 
magnitude should be brought on in this 
way without notice. It is conduct 
similar to what I characterised on a 
former occasion as Parliamentary sharp 
practice, and I do not believe any Govern- 
ment has anything to gain by it. If an 
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alteration in the procedure of the House 
of Commons, so vast and far-reaching 
in its importance, is to be proposed by the 
Government, it ought to be done openly 
and aboveboard, after due notice has 
heen given to the House of Commons, 
and after adequate discussion. This is 
an attempt to sneak through unobserved, 
and to smuggle this new practice into 
the orders and rules of this House, and 
to cheat the great bulk of hon. Members 
of their rights and privileges of debate. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ ought, per- 
haps, to tell the hon. Member that I took 
‘are on Saturday to inform the Leader 
of the Opposition of what was going to 
he done. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


KE.) : He is not ey ervbody. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No: but still 
itean hardly be said that I tried to sneak 
it through, if | told the Leader of the 
Opposition. 


Mr. JOUN REDMOND: IL do not 
believe in the efficacy of hard words. If 
the right hon. Gentleman objects to the 
words | have used | will withdraw them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
object to them. 


No, 


1 do not 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The Leader 
of the Opposition is not in the House, 
but his colleagues are there, and two of 
them have expressed dissent from what 
is proposed by the right hon. Gentle- 
man. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [am sorry to 
interrupt the hon. Member. | never 
suggested tor a moment that the Leader 
of the Opposition concurred. I was 
only dealing with the question of in- 
forming him. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I would 
like very much to ask some of the hon. 
members of the Opposition upon that 
Front Bench, whether the notice convey ed 
to the Leader of the Opposition went any 
further, and whether it was conveyed 
to all the gentlemen upon that bench or 
to their followers. I venture to say, 


without fear of being contradicted. that 
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so far as the bulk of the Liberal Members 
of this House are concerned, they never 
heard of this thing until now. [Oppo- 
sition cheers.]| Those cheers justify me 
in saying that so far as the bulk of the 
Liberal party is concerned it is true to 
say that an attempt has been made to 
smuggle this new rule unobserved into 
the Orders of this House. | do not under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman’s idea 
of notice. No one will contend that for 
this most important change, this most 
far-reaching change, in the rules of the 
House it is sufficient notice to give ona 
Saturday afternoon a private intimation 
to the Leader of the Opposition that it is 
intended to raise this question on the 
following Monday. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman not know that aecording to 
the rules of fairness and courtesv in this 
House notices of changes of this kind are 
always given publicly in the House, and 
that sufficient time is always allowed to 
elapse to enable hon. Members to con- 
sider what action they will take! With 
reference to the Leader of the Opposition 
this may have been done, but so far as 
the Irish party are concerned they got no 
notice at all. Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman thought we were so simple 
and ignorant of the forms of this House 
that this innovation would slip through 
without our notice. If so, he under- 
rated our vigilance. Il confess for myself 
quite candidly that [ knew nothing 
about this till | came down to the House 
this afternoon, because | had been away 
in the country, and did not receive my 
Parliamentary Papers, but if I had 
received them [ should not quite have 
appreciated what had occurred. I find 
that my own countrymen were more 
vigilant than myself, and they were quite 
alive to the importance of the step about 
to be taken. I protest about an effort 
being made to put this new practice into 
operation without any notice at all to 
the Irish party. The right hon. Gentle- 
man will gain nothing now, or at any 
time in the session, by this effort to 
smuggle in this new practice and this 
new rule to suppress freedom of discus- 
sion upon the Estimates. I do not 
know how far the protest I desire to 
make will be supported by independent 
Members of the House generally. It 
will be supported, at any rate, by the 
entire body of the Lrish Members, and 
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so far as we are concerned, if it will be 
any comfort to the right hon. Gentleman, 
I may say to him that this new practice 
which he is trying to smuggle into the 
rules of the House will be a renewed 
incentive to us to scrutinise every item 
of Supply whether it affects Ireland or 
not, and to use every form and every rule 
and power we possess to prevent the 
possibility of the most important work 
of this House being stifled. One advan- 
tage the right hon. Gentleman has gained 
is that we must naturally speak here 
without looking into the precedents and 
without preparation. That probably has 
saved me some trouble and the House of 
Commons some time, hon. 
Members might have had to listen to a 
much longer speech from me if proper 
notice had been given. What right has 
the Government to propose a change of 
this kind without giving us sufficient 


because 
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the Speaker in the Chair, and that the 
consideration of these Estimates will 
then be immediately adjourned. That 
is a violation perpetrated with the sole 
object-of turning one of the recent ballots 
into a farce. We had a ballot for places 
for moving an Amendment on the 
question of the Speaker leaving the Chair 
on the Navy Estimates, and the first 
place happened to be won by an Irish 
Member, but in order to prevent him 
having the advantage of his good fortune 
this violation of ordinary practice is to 
be committed. The whole proceeding 
is most discreditable, and if for nothing 
else but the attempt which has been made 
to rush and smuggle this thing through, 
and to hoodwink Members of the House, 
| think a most determined protest should 
be made. With that object in view, I 
beg to move the adjournment of the 
ILouse. 


Supplementary Estimates, 


opportunities to look up the precedents ! 


and to come down here armed with the 
knowledge of what the House has done 
in similar cases-in the past! Lasked the 
right hon. Gentleman if there was any 
precedent for such a course, and he had to 
admit that there was not. No precedent 
for this vast and far-reaching change ! 
Yet he comes down and absolutely 
endeavours to put it into operation with- 
out a word of explanation or apology, and 
without fortifving himself by even the 
precedents ot analogous cases. There 
never was a case in my experience of 
this House when the adjournment of a 
question was more necessary. I do not 
want the House to be adjourned; I 
want this question to be adjourned, so 
that we may have a proper opportunity 
of looking into the precedents and prac- 
tice of the past in order intelligently to 
discuss the matter. I make the motion 
* That this House do now adjourn,” 
because that is the only form in which I 
can make my protest. My desire is to 
call the attention of the House of Com- 
mons to what is being done, and to ask 
that in fairness to the House the con- 
sideration of this new Supplementary 
Estimate should be adjourned. If this 
is not done this new Estimate will come 
before us to-night, because I am told 
that, again in violation of the practice 
of the House as far as I know it, on the 
Navy Estimates the Secretary to the 
Admiralty will make his statement with 
Mr. John Redmond. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I rise to 
second the motion. | cannot but think 
that if the Leader of the House will give 
this matter a little thought he will. 
betore the debate goes too far, reconsider 
the course he has taken. I do not sup- 
pose it will be too late to omit these new 
tigures at the beginning of the Estimate. 
and then proceed in the ordinary way. 
There could not be a moment in our pro- 
ceedings when a violent change of this 
kind was more inopportune. On Friday 
last we granted quite twenty millions of 
Supply. An arrangement Mem- 
bers thought a harmonious arrangement 
—to facilitate the Government was agreed 
to by general consent, and | understand 
the right hon. Gentleman got all the 
Supply he required for the Army until 
the end of the financial year. I should 
have thought, after such an arrangement, 
that no other step of this kind could be 
necessary. The right hon. Gentleman 
has stated that he has arranged these 
Estimates in the way he thought the 
House desired to discuss them. I admit 
there is in the arrangement an attempt 
to meet the views of the House, in putting 
first the Vote for which we have been 
looking for weeks: past. But there is 
this difficulty: the right hon. Gentle- 
man cannot secure that the discussion 
should actually take place on that par- 
‘ticular item. The right hon. Gentleman 
has admitted that.. Any Vote may be 
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taken, and a trifling point may cut out 
all the discussion on the most important 
Estimates. I would ask the House to look 
at these Estimates. The first 
items are for three separate wars in three 


important dependencies of this country. 
no discussion in the | 


There has been 
House with regard to any one of those 
three wars, and by the adoption of the 
change now made all discussion may be 
prevented. In the first war thousands 
of lives have been sacrificed. We have 
no particulars about the war in Somali- 
land. There is also the war in Uganda. 
There could not be an occasion upon 
which a violent innovation of this kind 
could be more out of place, and I do hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will reconsider 
the matter. I admit the difficulty is 
very great, as the Government must get 
their money this week, but I really 
think there are other steps open to the 


Leader of the House to secure his end. | 


The discussions last week were not 
carried on in any unreasonable spirit, 
and it is a bad reward to take such a big 
step as is now contemplated. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” — 


(Mr. John Redmond.) 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHaAn- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The hon. 
Members who have spoken have taken 
rather different ground in addressing 
themselves to the change which has 
been made in the form of this Supple- 
mentary Estimate. The hon. Member 
for Waterford took exception to it in the 
main because it was introduced, as he 
said, by stealth, because it was an attempt 
to smuggle through a great change 
without bringing it to the notice of Mem- 
bers of the House, and because it would 
form a dangerous precedent for the 
future. My right hon. friend the First 
Lord of the Treasury interrupted the 
hon. Member, and pointed out that he had 
himself taken the trouble to call the 
attention of the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition to the change which was to be 
made, and I do not think any followers 
of the right hon. Gentleman have a right 
to take exception. 


Mr. HERBERT GLADSTONE (Leeds, ! 
W.): May I point out to the hon. | 
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Gentleman that the letter only reached 
| the Leader of the Opposition on Saturday, 
| and, so far as | am concerned, I learned 
of it only this morning. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Estimates were circulated on Saturday, 
and on the same day my right hon. 
friend went out of his way to call the 
attention of the Leader of the Opposition 
‘to the change. I do not criticise the 
action of the right hon. Gentleman in 
the least, and I do not wish to imply 
that he or his colleagues accepted the 
change. My right hon. friend has said 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
accept it, but the fact that notice was 
given is incompatible with the charge of 
the hon. Member for Waterford. But 
the hon. Member says, “Oh, but there 
was no notice to the Irish party.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: To the 
House generally. My charge was that 
| the universal practice of giving notice 
namely, public notice, which would in 
the ordinary way reach every Member 
of the House-—was broken. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
That practice was not broken. I do 
not wish to contradict the hon. 
Member rudely, but notice was given by 
the circulation of the Estimates. Those 
Estimates were in the hands of Members 
or at their addresses, comparatively early 
on Saturday morning. The hon. Mem- 
ber has himself answered his complaint. 
He says there was no notice, that he was 
out of town, and that he was not aware 
of the change, but in the next breath 
he told us, with some pride, that his 
colleagues around him had been more 
alert than he, and that they were per- 
fectly well aware of the change. If 
they were perfectly aware of the change, 
what is the use of complaining that notice 
was not given? The hon. Gentleman 
went on to say that this would form a very 
dangerous precedent, which some day 
might be extended to other matters and 
seriously cripple the control of the House 
over expenditure. I confess I am some- 
what surprised to hear from that quarter 
ot the House the kind of argument 
known as the * thin edge of the wedge,” 
which is so often the object of the de- 
nunciation of hon. Members opposite. 
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They complain sometimes that hon. 
Members on this side of the House object 
to a change for fear of the consequences 
which may follow: they then ridicule 
that fear, and we are adjured never to 
hesitate to do what is right in itself, 
because some unreasonable person may 
ask us to do something which is wrong in 
Both hon. Members who 
have spoken have very much overrated 
the importance of the change we have 
made, and have misunderstood its exact 
effect. The question of the form in which 
the Estimates should be presented has in 
past vears, on more than one occasion, 
been betore the House and before the 
Publie Aceounts Comittee. If hon. 
Members will consult the Reports of the 
Public Accounts Committee they will 
find that what they lay stress upon is the 
right ot the House to see that the money 
voted tor particular purposes is applied 
to those purposes, that the appropriation 
of the money voted by the House is 
complete, and that the control exercised 
by the Treasury in the first place, and by 
the Public Accounts Committee and 
Parliament in the second place, is not 
lessened by anv change in the form of the 
accounts. We have taken care in pre- 
senting this Estimate that the appropria- 
tion of the money should not be affected, 
and that the responsibility of the indi- 
vidual accounting officers should not be 
affected by anything we have done. 
Against every sum in this schedule the 
House has betore it the name of the office 
and an indication of the accounting ofticer 
who will be responsible tor the adminis- 
tration of the Vote, and no greater power 
to transter money from one object. to 
another, or from one subject to another, 
is given either to the Treasury or toany 
other Government Department than it 
li that is realised, 
hon. Members will see that there is no 
principle at stake in regard to the control 
of this House over finance, and that the 
question resolves itself into one merely 
of convenience—of the way in which the 
time at our disposal can best be disposed 
of and allocated to the business we have 
to perform. The hon. Member for West 
Islington alluded to the first two Votes, 
and said they raised very important ques- 
tions in connection with wars which had 


conseqtience, 


at present possesses. 


not yet been discussed, and which the 


House was entitled to discuss. It is exactly 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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in order to meet that that the Govern- 
ment have made this change. Those Votes 
are in Class 5, and as printed. and as they 
would have been taken under the first 
Supplementary Estimates they would 
come more than half-way down the list 
of Votes yet to be gone through. There- 
fore. with the very limited time at our 
disposal which can be allocated to the 
discussion of these Supplementary Esti- 
mates [An Hon. Memper: Why ?] 
Because, as the Leader of the House has 
already explained, the Committee of 
Supply must be confined to this week, 
and Report taken on Monday next, if the 
law is to be complied with. Therefore, 
with the very limited time at our disposal, 
it was not only possible, but probable, if 
we continued to take the discussion of the 
Votes in the order in which they stood on 
the Paper, that these particular Votes 
would not have been discussed at all, but 
we should have continued to spend our 
time on far less important matters. 


Mr. LOUGH: One cannot 
reduction. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The hon. Member is mistaken ; a redue- 
tion can be moved in respect of any 
item which stands in the Vote, and we 
have given to the House full information 
as to all the items and all the details of the 
items included in this lump sum ot 
£893,000. Let me call the attention ot 
the House to what has happened. In 
Committee of Supply up till to-day on 
the Supplementary Estimates we have 
already spent three days ; and the portion 
of time we have still to spend upon them 
in their new form is the greater part of 
to-day and to-morrow. We shall have 
another day on Report, making not less 
than five or five and a half days in all for 
their discussion this year. | believe that 
on no single occasion during the last ten 
years have the corresponding Votes, 
together with their Report, taken four 
days, and only on four occasions have 
they taken as much as three days. [An 
Hon. Member: They were never so 
large.| I find that in 1899-1900 there 
were seventeen Civil Service Votes, in 
1898-99 twenty-four Votes, and in 
1897-98 fifteen Votes. 


move a 


Mr. TULLY What 


about 1893 2 


(Leitrim, 8. 








no 


Ol 
no 
lar 


no 
be 


ho 
ha 
or 

pr 
tw 
for 
of 

spt 
no 
rec 


or 











973 Civil Service Revised 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have not the references with me for that 
year, but for the last three years there 
were respectively seventeen, twenty-four. 
and fitteen Civil Service Votes, and in not 
one of those years did they occupy more 
than three days. Nor can it be said that 
the subjects in those vears were less im- 
portant than this year. I find that in 
jRO9-1900 there came on the question 
ot the purchase of the Niger Company, 
and in 1897-8 the special grants both for 
Uganda and Kast Africa in respect to 
the disturbed condition of those two 
countries, and especially the payment of 
compensation to the French missionaries 
in Uganda—a subject which excited, very 
properly, great public interest. I point 
out that the House is having this vear 
more time for the discussion of the Civil 
Service Estimates than we have had 
in any of the ten preceding years. I 
would also call the attention of the House 
to the manner in which the time that 
has already heen allocated to the purpose 
is being used. The Supplementary Navy 
Yote of three millions took part of a 
day. and the Supplementary Army 
Kstimate—the importance of which no- 
body will deny—took half a day. But 
we have given two whole days to the 
consideration of the Supplementary Civil 
Service Estimates, and I will say that 
not a single Vote discussed on these 
days was of any special importance 
[Hox. MeEmMBerRS on the Irish benches : 
Oh!|—or raised any question of real 
novelty or interest to the community at 
large. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON was under- 
stood to ask why the Government had 
not foreseen that these questions would 
be raised. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
hon. Member thinks that we ought to 
have been able to foretell last November 
or October twelve months what the 
price of coal would be during the past 
twelve months, or that we should have 
foreseen that there would be an opening 
of Parliament in state which required 
special provision to be made. I say 
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in important questions still to bediscussed, 
to go on as we have done to-day. We 
have put down the Estimate in a new 
form, it is true, but we have put in the 
forefront the Votes which, from the 
notices on the Paper and the informa- 
tion which has reached us in the usual 
way, appeared to be the ones which 
hon. Members most wished to be dis- 
cussed. and I had hoped that this arrange- 
ment would give fair opportunities for 
discussion. The hon. Member for Water- 
ford complained that he had not had 
more notice of this change in order that 
he might have searched for precedents. 
This was unnecessary, because he has 
already been told by the First Lord of 
the Treasury that there are no precedents 
for bringing forward the Supplementary’ 
Estimates in this particular form, and 
therefore I think the time he might 
have given to research and discussion 
afterwards would have been fruitless. 
But there is a very close analogy—that 
of the Army and Navy Supplementary 
Estimates, which are invariably intro- 
duced in this form, under which there 
is nothing to prevent questions of even 
less importance than are involved in 
the Civil Service Votes heing raised. 
A second analogy is the Exeess Civil 
Service Votes, which are taken by 
one resolution: and there is also the 
analogy of the Vote on Account, where 
exactly the same form is emploved. I 
beg to eall attention again to the fact 
that. while the form in which these 
Estimates are put to the House is 
altered, the responsibility of — the 
officials in charge of the administra- 
tion is not abated, and that no greater 
latitude of appropriation is given to 
the Government than they already 
enjoy and use under the existing rules. 
When that fact is really understood, the 
House will see that the change is one that 
raises no great principle, but that it 
indeed offers the best chance of reasonable 
discussion on those Votes on which 
debate is wished. I trust the House 
will now hasten to close this not very 
profitable discussion, and that hon. 
Members will reserve all remarks that 
might be made for serious consideration 


nobody ean pretend that two days were | until we reach Committee of Supply. 


required to discuss these Votes, or that 
it was in the interest of the House itself, 
or of hon. Members who take an interest 


Burghs): The step which has been 
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taken in altering the form 
Estimates is admittedly without prece- 
dent. 
nificant that the practice which is now 


to be applied to the Civil Service Esti- 


mates has hitherto been, as the hon. 
Gentleman has said, applied to the Army 
and Navy Supplementary Estimates. 
Now, objection was most properly taken 


both to the manner and the matter of 


the change. The right hon. Gentleman 


the Leader of the House told us that the 


Leader of the Opposition had received 
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It is, to my mind, still more sig- 
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/enable the money to be applied in any 
| different manner to what it would have 
| been under the former form. Very well, 
|suppose that is so; but the result 
| remains that the whole thing can be 
}ended by one closure instead of by 
| twenty or more. A second result is, that 
instead of there being a regular and 
|orderly discussion Vote by Vote, a 
“detached and very often a confused dis- 
cussion will be raised. The Chairman 
may think it proper to call one Member 





on Saturday a communication of the | or another without being informed as to 


intention of the Government on this 
matter. I am very sorry that my 
right hon. friend the Leader of the 
Opposition is confined to his house and 
unable to be here this afternoon ; but 
I am able to inform the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the House, if 
he was not aware of it before, that the 
Leader of the Opposition strongly dis- 
approves of this attempt to alter the 
practice of the House. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said so. 

Sirk ROBERT REID: The right hon. 
Gentleman is particularly emphatic. I 
listened to every word he said, and what I 
have to complain of is that he did not 
profess that disapproval had been ex- 
pressed by my right hon. friend. I say 
that there have been expressions of strong 
disapproval. I am not at 
speak for my right hon. friend, but | am 


certain that he would not have been pre- | 
pared to say that notice of the change | 
given to himself was sufficient in a) 


matter of this kind, of which there ought 
to have been public notice. 


given. The only public notice given, so 


to speak, was by a mere circular sent out | 


on Saturday morning. I do not know 
whether the Leader of the House is in the 
habit of staying in London from Satur- 
day to Monday and studying the Parlia- 
mentary Papers issued on Saturday, on 
Saturday and Sunday ; but a good many 
of us are not in that habit. And I main- 
tain that notice on Saturday is somewhat 
tardy and inadequate. [| come now to the | 
question of the matter of the change. | 
One result has been disclaimed by the | 
hon. Gentleman opposite. He says he | 
Sir Robert Reid. 


liberty to | 


| myself | 
cannot help thinking that this is a matter | 
in which public notice should have been | 


| what subject that Member is going to 
| speak about ; and further, if a reduction 
|is moved in regard to one of the later 
| Votes, and accepted by the Chairman, 
|that would preclude any subsequent 
_ reduction being moved on a prior Vote. 


| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
|hon. and learned Gentleman is aware 
that that objection applies pro tanto to 
/any individual Vote in the present form, 
and that it is the of yqvy the Chairman, 

bearing that in mind, to give an oppor- 
| tunity to hon. Members before accepting 
/an Amendment on a late Vote to move 
an Amendment on an earlier one. 


| Sir ROBERT REID: Within the 

limited range of the Army and Navy 
| Votes the rule does not apply, and now it 
|is to be applied to Civil Service Votes, 
which travel over a vast array of subjects 
—some of great importance, and some 
of which have never before appeared on 
the Estimates. In my humble opinion, 
this House is gradually becoming a 
Ministerial chamber, and not the House 
of Commons. Step by step the old 
privileges and facilities enjoyed by Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons, in their 
character as Members of the House of 
Commons representing their constitu- 
encies, are being curtailed and diminished 
in every direction. This is only one ot 
the many changes which have taken 
place within the last four or five years. I 
think it is a serious one, and it shocks 
persons like myself who may claim to be 
old Parliamentarians. For my part, if 
the motion goes to a division I shall have 
great pleasure in recording my _ vote 
against the change. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 


Thanet): 1 hope this proposed arrange- 
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ment will not be persevered with, and 
that my right hon. friend, seeing the 
very general feeling of the House, will 
reconsider the determination he has 
come to. My hon. friend the Secretary 
to the Treasury fails to appreciate the 
objections to the change proposed, of 
which only one individual—no doubt a 
distinguished Member of the House— 
received intimation. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN dis- 
sented. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: At any 
rate, no public notice whatever was 
given, and only the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition received a 
private notice. 1 was indebted solely 
to the private information given me by 
one of the Opposition whips. When | 
came down this afternoon I said to him, 
“| suppose this will be a quiet evening,” 
when he told me that he understood 
that an important question would be 
raised on the new form in which the 
Supplementary Estimates were to be 
presented to the House. | went to 
the Vote Office for details, and with 
the practical object of searching for 
precedents. I venture to say that there 
is absolutely no precedent for so materially 
altering the practice of Parliament 
behind the backs of hon. Members of this 
House. What does this amount to! 
We have already had every opportunity 
and facility taken away from individual 
and non-official Members for bringing 
on questions in which they are interested. 
Tuesdays are practically gone. Fridays 
are devoted to Supply; and now we 
are told: “Oh, never mind; you have 
forfeited your Tuesdays and lost your 
Fridays, but we have given you favour- 
able opportunities for discussing in 
Supply anything which you have reason 
to complain of. And in addition to 
that, the debates on the Supplementary 
Estimates are not to be counted in the 
twenty-three days devoted to Supply,” 
but now we find that so far from our 
being enabled to discuss the details of 
the Votes the whole lot may be put 
in a lump from the Chair without 
a syllable of discussion. Usually 
When a change of importance has 
been made in our procedure, it has 
formed the subject, not only of debate, 
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but on most occasions the investiga- 
tion of a Committee of some strength ; 
but in this case we suddenly find we 
have no voice whatever in so vital 
an alteration of our procedure, and 


must sit down without expressing 
ourselves upon. the passage of a 
rule which strikes in the direction of 


limiting the criticism of a number of 
Estimates which may all be put to the 
House in one Vote. Under this rule 
one subject may be started upon which 
nine-tenths of the House of Commons 
are in no way interested, some dull 
matter, such as education, which bores 
nearly everyone to death. In fact it is 
notorious that the personages who were 
somewhat irreverently spoken of by Sir 
Stafford Northcote as “the bonnets” 
are instigated to introduce such topics, 
and when that subject has drawn to 
an end the rest of the Vote may be 
closured. It seems to me that if we 
this rule we abandon one of 
the great functions of the House of 
Commons. This is not a small change, 
but a vast interference with the privileges 
of the Members of this House, and | 
strongly protest against it. 


pass 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) pointed out that the 
evil of this rule, if passed, would be that 
very important matters might be dealt 
with without any attention having been 
directed to them, and without anyone 
being the wiser. Such a rule ought not 
to be brought forward in this manner, 
but only after due and proper notice 
had been given to the whole House. 
He regretted that. owing to the illness 
of the Leader of the Opposition, that 
question had not been raised on behalf 
of the whole House. He complained 
that it was almost impossible to tie the 
Government down to any promise with 
regard to this not being made a precedent. 
Why were a certain number of days to 
be allotted to the discussion of the Esti- 
mates, if the House was not to be allowed 
to discuss them? There was no real 
knowledge on the part of Members of the 
House of the change which this rule 
implied. It was perfectly true that 
a revised Estimate came on the previous 
Saturday, but there was nothing in 
the revised Estimate to attract the 
attention of the House to the change, 
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and the overwhelming majority of the | 


Members of the House would not notice 


from that revised Estimate that any 
change was being made in the pro- 
cedure. One great difficulty presented 


by this change taking place in the dis- 
cussion of the Estimates was that it 
allowed any inconvenient Estimate to 
he absolutely withdrawn from discussion. 
If the rule passed it could be closured 
upon the Committee stage. and again 
upon Report without any discussion 
being raised. If the suggestion thrown 
out on a former occasion by the Leader 
of the House that he would be willing 
to agree to a Committee being appointed 
to consider the order in which the Esti- 
mates were to be presented—a Committee 
in which all sections of this House should 
he represented—-it would not remove 
the difficulty of the operation of the clo- 
sure, but it would limit the difficulties 
experienced. It was not a matter to 
he decided by the Members on the two 
Front Benehes alone, but hy the entire 
House. and if the matter carried 
through now, there was a danger that the 
House of Coimmons would lose all control 
over Supply. 


wis 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.) said perhaps the Leader of the 
House did not imagine that there was 
a strong feeling with regard to this 
surprising innovation on that side of the 
House. It would be alleviation 
if his right hon. friend could give them 
an assurance that this proposal was only 
made in view of the exceptional circum- 
stances of the present occasion and was 
not intended to be made a precedent. 
He could not conceive, if it were intended 
to be a precedent, that it should be done 
in this manner. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


some 


Hear, hear. 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: IT may 
take it, then, that it is not intended as a 
precedent ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | Sir, 


human being ever suggested it was ! 


what 


Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE said he 
understood, then, that it was not intended 
to be a precedent, but was only made in 
view of the very exceptional cireum- 
stances. 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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object. he thought it might have been 
done in a somewhat different manner, 
and he appealed to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that some proper consideration 
might be given to the subject by a Com- 
mittee selected from all sections of the 
House. A Select Committee was the 
only means by which they might come to 
anything like an agreement as to the pro- 
cedure on important questions of Supply. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford. 
N.): The Leader of the House evidently 
shares the opinion of his distinguished 
relative, that Parliamentary administra- 
tion is rather a nuisance. The right non. 
Gentleman has done more this session 
to revolutionise Parliamentary methods 
by side winds than has ever been done 
before. To-day we have brought before us 
the most extraordinary arrangement for 
the discussion of the Estimates the House 
has ever an arrangement which 
would never have been tolerated by the 
House in years gone by. The Secretary to 
the Treasury told us that this arrange- 
ment was conceived tor the convenience 
of debate, and that the form in which this 
Estimate was brought up would enabk 
hon. Members to discuss any matter in 
which they were interested much more 
easily than would have been possible 
under the old system. Here is a long 
list of nineteen Votes, the last of which is 
for a sum of £10, while the entire list 
totals up to nearly £1,000,000. As | 
understand. it would be possible for me 
to move to reduce that last Vote by any- 
thing up to £10, and to prevent any other 
Member discussing either of the eighteen 
more important matters which come 
before it. That shows that instead of 
facilitating debate, this arrangement is 
only the closure in another form. The 
hon. Member for Waterford has taken 


seen, 


‘the lead in the protest he has made on 


behalf of the rights of private Members. 
and he spoke naturally as the representa- 
tive of Members from Ireland. There is 
a point of very great importance to us in 
this arrangement of Votes. If this 
precedent is established, what is there to 
prevent the Irish Government coming 
down with the whole of the Irish Esti- 
mates in this form, with some little 
ridiculous Vote at the end, so that we 
should be allowed only one division and 


But even if that were the) practically one discussion? My hon. 


280: 








of | 
MAN 


to 

COl 
up 
wh 
se] 


Ve 


the 
fer 








been 
ner, 
ntle- 
tion 
‘om- 
the 
the 
1e to 
pro- 
ply. 


‘ord, 
ntly 
shed 
stra- 
hon. 
sion 
hods 
lone 
re us 
T tor 
OUSE 
hich 
the 
‘Vv to 
nge- 
price 
this 
able 
rin 
10ore 
‘ible 
ong 
‘h is 
list 
\s | 
me 
iny- 
her 
een 
sme 
L of 
t is 
The 
ken 
on 
eTS. 
nta- 
e 18 
sin 
this 
e to 
ing 
isti- 
ttle 
we 


and. 


1ON.. 





280) 








I8] Civil Service Revised 


iriend has performed a most important 
public service in calling attention to this 
matter, and as far as we are concerned 
we shall oppose the proposal by every 
means in our power, because we foresee 
the extraordinary inroads it may make 
upon the rights of private Members, 
and the dangerous precedent it will set 
for future action. 


Lord HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): | 
rise to say a few words in protest against 
the suggestion that the feeling on this 
side of the House is entirely adverse to 
the action of the Government in this 
matter. I admit that there are warm 
feelings on this side as to the way in 
which the business of the House is con- 
ducted, but they do not point in the 
direction indicated by my hon. friend 
the Member tor East Somerset. The 
feeling is that a very great deal too much 
consideration is shown to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, and certainly we should not 
throw obstacles in the way of the Govern- 
ment when they are doing something. 
at any rate, to ensure that the views of 
the majority should prevail in the House. 
It is said that sufficient notice was not 
But these Estimates are not the 
first Order on the Paper; therefore the 
time occupied with the Navy Estimate 
will be available for hon. Members to 
acquaint themselves with the particulars 
of the Estimates affected by this arrange- 
ment. Lean understand that Members 
want to know when a subject is coming 
forward in order that they may look up 
their facts and prepare the speeches they 
intend to deliver, but everybody knew 
that Civil Service Estimates might be 
discussed to-night, and, for the purposes 
of their speeches, it makes no difference 
whether the subjects are in one or many 
Estimates. Therefore, for all purposes 
of debate, the notice wasample. [cannot 
myself see why the question of notice is 
so important. Reference has been made 
to Uganda. Hon. Members will, of 
course, spend the same time in getting 
up their speeches with regard to Uganda, 
whether the subject is discusssd on a 
“ga Vote or asan item of the whole 

ote. 


given. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is not 
the kind of notice to which we were re- 
ferring. We were referring to the 
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notice which, in our opinion, ought to 
have been given of a fundamental change 
in the procedure of the House. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: However much 
notice was given, could hon. Members 
have made a more effective protest than 


) 


they have done ! 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Then do 
away with the House of Commons alto- 
gether. 

Lorp HUGH CECIL: This is, in fact, 
a great innovation in the true interests of 
legitimate debate. What are the pecu- 
liar circumstances of the moment ? The 
most peculiar circumstance is that the 
Government are not bringing forward 
any legislation whatever. The most fac- 
tious Opposition desires only, | should 
have thought. to impede the Government 
in doing that of which they disapprove. 
The object of obstruction, as far as it is 
legitimate at all, is to put off the 
Government's proposals, to drive them 
back, and make them more or less im- 
possible of achievement. That question 
does not arise on this occasion at all. 
These Estimates must, in accordance with 
the law. be agreed to by the 31st March. 
Therefore, obstruct as much as we please. 
we cannot possibly prevent the Govern- 
ment doing anything they choose after 
Easter. This arrangement cannot form 
any precedent for innovations in proce- 
dure for facilitating legislation which, in 
the opinion of any section of the House. 
is of a dangerous or revolutionary charac- 
ter. In 1893. as far as I can learn from 
a study of the newspapers, the object of 
the long discussions on the Supplemen- 
tary Estimates was to postpone the second 
reading of the Home Rule Bill. That isa 
case utterly remote and different from 
the present case. It would, indeed. be a 
very serious matter if the Government 
were to take special facilities, not merely 
to comply with the law as regards finan- 
cial business, but to facilitate their own 
legislative proposals. That would be a 
very dangerous and serious innovation, 
but this is nothing of the kind. This is 
merely an emergency measure which 
must be adopted unless the law is to be 
disobeyed. If this alteration were not 
made, the only alternative would be put- 
ting all the Votes from the Chair at a given 
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hour, or to have all-night sittings. 
suggested that the present method gives 
less facilities for discussion ? The whole 
matter is as plain as a pikestaff. If there 
is only a certain amount of time to be 
given to the subject, you must take 


measures to get the subject disposed of | 
in the time, and this measure is the least | 


offensive and oppressive that could be 
devised. The truth is that the House of 
Commons is in the position of wanting-— 
I was going to say to eat its cake and have 
it; but really the position is that of 
wishing to have a cake which the Lrish 


Members have already devoured. I feel 
the warmest commiseration for hon. 
Members on either side of the House 


whose only desire is for legitimate discus- 
sion of the Supplementary Estimates, but 
the violence of their denunciations should 
be directed against, not the Government. 
but the hon. Gentlemen from Ireland 
who have abused the opportunities of 
debate. If hon. Gentlemen above the 
gangway opposite wish to see the busi- 
ness of the House conducted in such a 
way that all that they desire to say should 
have a proper opportunity for utterance, 
their best course is to co-operate with the 
Government to the utmost in suppressing 
the exuberant verbosity of hon. Members 
below the gangway. 


*sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Nortolk, 
N.): As I was engaged for many years 
in the preparation of these Estimates, I 
have some experience of the manner in 
which they are put together and the 
object for which they are framed. I am 
perfectly ready to admit that it would 
not be possible to transfer money from 
one Vote to another, or even from one 
sub-head to another, without the approval 
of the Treasury. but I cannot imagine 
what advantage the Government think 
thev will gain by this new method which 
they have introduced. It will be produc- 
tive of very great inconvenience, espe- 
cially to the Chair. The Treasury have 
always tried, by the arrangement of the 
Estimates into classes. Votes, and sub- 
heads, to afford the clearest possible in- 
formation as to the subjects referred to ; 
they have endeavoured to put those sub- 
jects together so as not to be too large or 
too small, and to present completely one 
subject in a compact form, so that the 
House might deal with and dispose of one 


Lord Hugh Cecil 
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subject before it passed on toanother. All 
that is done away with by this new plan. 
Under this arrangement one hon. Mem- 
ber may discuss the Colonial Office ; if he 
does not move an Amendment by which 
the House is precluded from passing to 
another subject, the next speaker may 
deal with the Postal Service, and a third 
may speak about the Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Services, and so on. We should 
get into a most unbusiness-like discus- 
sion, without, as far as I can see, any com- 
pensation whatsoever. It is said we 
should get one closure motion instead of 
twenty. I do not believe we should get 
even that advantage, because it will be 
open to a Member to move a reduction of 
the Vote by £1, £2, £3, or £10, and the 
closure may be necessary on each. The 
Secretary to the Treasury says we had 
full notice of this change. I must contess 
that when | received this Paper on Satur- 
day morning | looked through it very 
carefully, but with all my twenty-two 
years experience at the Treasury I did not 
observe these few words at the beginning. 
I noticed the new arrangement of Votes, 
and I thought it a most excellent plan to 
put these important items in the fore- 
front, but all that advantage is done away 
with by these few words at the beginning, 
which practically put all the items on 
the same line, so that there is no reason 
why we should discuss one before another. 
I earnestly hope the Government. will 
withdraw their scheme, and consent to 
introduce the Estimates in the old- 
fashioned and constitutional manner. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Warm protests 
have been made by various Members of 
the House in regard to the policy pursued 
by the Government in this matter, and 
so well defended by my hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Treasury. But almost 
every speaker—-I think I might say 
every speaker except one—has carefully 
refrained from making the slightest 
allusion to the governing considera- 
tion in the matter—namely, the — post 
tion in which we find ourselves when 
we are face to face with Supplementary 
Estimates and the close of the financial 
vear. The hon. Member who has just 
spoken based his appeal on his great ex- 
perience at the Treasury, and he told us 
that in all that experience he had never 
known this course to be pursued. No, 
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Sir; it never has been pursued with | 


y 


regard to Supplementary Estimates, 
though it has with regard to Estimates 
of the other kind. But has my hon. 
friend, in the course of his experience at 
the Treasury, ever known the House 
apparently driving the Government—or 
driving itself, because I suppose it is 
particeps criminis—into a deliberate 
breach of the rules laid down by itself 
with regard to its financial business ? 
My hon. friend has never known such a 
case, and therefore his experience gives 
no weight to his objection to a remedy 
proposed to meet so novel and serious 
a pr weeding. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: IT have 
hardly ever known the House to be 
called together so late. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman by his interruption has 
brought us back, not tor the first, second, 
or third time, to the excuse habitually 
urged by those who have nothing else to 
siy. The meeting on the 14th February 
was determined before it was possible 
for anyone to know the amount of the 
Supplementary Estimates, and, even if 
the amount had been known, would 
that date have been an improper one for 
us to have fixed! In other words, is 
the House really incapable of getting 
through the King’s Speech and the 
necessary Estimates in the interval 
between I4th February and 31st March ? 
I really cannot believe that that is the 
case. Tf such a scale of time is to be 
applied to all Parliamentary action, | 
can only say the sessions will have to be 
prolonged—a_ course, in my opinion, 
not to the advantage of either the com- 
iort or the efficiency of the House. | 
have always been anxious to keep the 
session—I will not say within the limits 
of six months, but somewhere approach- 
ing that period, and I believe a six months 
session is quite enough considering the 
pressure at which we do our work ; more- 
over, we had an autumn session, and, 
under all the circumstances. | do not 
think the 14th February was too late a 
date to fix for the opening of Parliament. 
But let us turn aside for a moment from 
the action of the Government in opening 


{18 Marcu 1901} 


Parliament on the 14th February, 
and whether they were right or, 


wrong in so doing. 
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really mean to affirm that between the: 
14th February and the 25th March we 
ought not to be able to get through all 


our financial business, provided the 
Government does not bring forward 


any substantial controversial legislation ¢ 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It depends 


on the management of that business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : What does that 
vague assertion, which is so commonly 
hurled across the floor, mean? The 
hon. Member complains of my manage- 
ment of the business of the House. My 
management of the business of the House 
has consisted simply in putting down 
Supply night after night since 14th 
February. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: No. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In what has 


it consisted, then ! 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I mean the 
constant irritation of unnecessarily movy- 
ing the closure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I see. It is 
the number of times I have moved the 
closure, is it! | will ask two questions 
on that. In the first place, where should 
we have been with regard to the Esti- 
mates if | had not moved the closure : 
and, in the second place, where should 
we be on the 3lst March if I had, as | 
should have had, to move the closure 
on every Vote before we could get the 
Supplementary Estimates ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
Speaker objected to your moving it the 
other night. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: How on earth 
we were to get the Supplementary Esti- 
mates within the limit of the law without 
the use of the closure 1 do not know. 
So much for this, if | may say so, thread- 
bare and absurd accusation with regard 
to meeting so late as 14th February. If 
we had met previously to that the hon. 
Gentlemen who now complain would 
have been the first to grumble because 
we met so early. 

I now leave that, and come to the sub- 
stance of this question. Are we guilty 
of an innovation which is, in the first 


Does the House; place, dangerous, and, in the second 
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place, unnecessary, in the procedure of 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: By arrange. 


the House? Those are the two points) ment the whole night was spent on the 


to consider. If it is necessary, it really 
does not matter whether it is dangerous 
or not; that which is necessary is that 
which has to be done. But is it danger- 
ous? | have been spoken of to-night, 
as | have been spoken of in previous 
debates. as if I was hostile to the full 
and free discussion of the Estimates. | 
venture to say that nobody in his heart 
believes that. No one has more anxiously 
shown his desire than lL have both that 
there should be an adequate time given 
to the discussion of the Estimates, and 
that the Estimates to be discussed should 
be as far as possible taken in the order 
of their importance, and I have passed 
au great many innovations in our rules 
having those two great ends in view. If 
[ have—as I think I may claim that | 
have—shown my desire that the Esti- 
mates should be fully discussed, have | 
whether under 
stress of real necessity or not, to a course 
which is in itself dangerous? It will be 
observed that hon. Members’ imagina- 
tions reach forward to some tuture period 
when there shall be some unscrupulous 
Minister in who will use this 
weapon for the suppression of the House 
at large and for the throttling of discus 
sion. But this weapon has always been, 
for what it is worth, in the possession 
of the Government of the day. [| cannot 
believe that any unscrupulous Minister 
would-be in the least degree influenced 
by the fact that. in the face of what | 
have shown to be a real necessity, we 
have done with the Civil Service Esti- 
mates that which we with 
criticism, comment, or inconvenience in 
the case of the Army Estimates, the 
Navy Estimates. and Excess Votes. We 
have been told that one inconvenience 
of this method is that Members will jump 
from Vote to Vote, and that we shall 
have a miscellaneous and inconsequential 
discussion. I hope that will not be the 
ease. This Vote is framed exactly on 
the model of the Vote on Account. and | 
do not think the discussions on Votes 
on Account have gone on in an ineon- 
sequent way from one subject to another. 
In fact. | have known a whole evening 
to be devoted to the very first item. 
{Hear. hear.] Hon. Members say * Hear, 
hear,”but you cannot have it both wa ys. 


Mr. A. J. Baljour, 


in this case been driven, 


power 


have done 


first item, but the rest were closured. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member is mistaken. he only arrange- 
ment was as to the order in which the 
first two items of the Vote on Aceount 
should be put down. The House chose 
to discuss the Education Vote tor the 
whole of the evening. That is the affair 
of the House, and the House will be able 
in a similar manner if it choose—as | 
hope it will not choose—to spend its thine 
on the first one or two items in the Vote 
now presented. There is no danger in 
the course we have adopted. because it 
i course obviously avowedly 
The 


Somersetshire Wished 


and 
adopted in an emergency. 
Member for East 
to get a specific pledge ol declaration 
from me. L thought | a specific 
pledge or declaration in reply to a ques 
tion earlier in the evening. But if the 
hon. Member desires such a pledge —| 
should have thought it 
will give it in the most unreserved fashion 
The only reason this course has been 
adopted is that we found 
driven off from day to day by the length 


Is a 


hon. 


gave 


unnecessary —] 


ourselves 


ot the discussion on the Civil Service 
and other Estimates until it was per 
fectly obvious that if we were to fulfil 


the law it would be only by the goodwill 
of those who have not shown up to the 


present any great anxiety that we should 
he able to fulfil it. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will th 
right hon. Gentleman kindly say what is 
the pledge he has unreservedly given ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The statement 
I made was that this is an emergency 
operation, and an emergency operation 
alone. The House in dealing with a 
practical question ought to show itself 
a practical assembly. Everybody knows 
the situation in which we are placed 
and the methods by which it has been 
brought about. We need not handy 
hard words as to what has taken place. 
Let us describe it as an intelligent 
interest in Estimates. That ‘ intelligent 
interest in Estimates ” has, for example, 
been shown with regard to a Vote of 
£5,000 caused entirely by the rise in 
the price of coal. That “ intelligeut 
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interest in Estimates” has been carried 
to such a point that that £5,000 was 
discussed for at least an hour or two 
in Committee, and, as if that left hon. 
Gentlemen unsatisfied, they discussed 
it for another hour and a half on Report. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Hear, 
hear. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 


Gentleman is quite right from his own 
point of view to be proud of the ac ieve 
ment. Yes, but you cannot have “intelli- 
gence carried to that point without 
clogging the whole machinery of Parlia- 
ment. | am attacked because I do not 
find more opportunities for private Mem- 
bers. It isthe * intelligence “ of private 
Members that puts me in the difficulty. 
It is this “intelligent interest,”’ carried 
to the excess we have recently seen, 
which makes it impossible for me to 
leave Tuesdays tor the discussion of 
abstract resolutions, and which makes 
the proposed arrangement of this Esti 
mate absolutely necessary. What other 
course could | have taken? [ assume 
we are all agreed that Supply must be 
concluded this week. That is the basis 
on which | start. Nobody will, at all 
events openly, say that they desire us 
to violate the statute and regulations 
laid down for our financial business. 
Very well. We have got before us 

[am very unwilling to take Wednesday, 
because that day happens to be allocated 
to a Bill which excites a very great deal 
of interest ; therefore, we have Monday 
Tuesday, Thursday, and Friday, with 
possibly Saturday, in which to dispose 
of Supply. In those days we have got 
to get the Speaker out of the Chair on 
Navy Estimates; we have got to get 
Vote Aand Vote | of the Navy Estimates ; 
we have in addition to get nineteen 
further Votes of Supply. We have 
uready got ten Votes, but they were 
of an utterly trivial and unimportant 
character, and raised no questions ot 
real interest whatever. We have already 
obtained ten Votes, but, although they 
were of little interest, they occupied 
two long days. We have nineteen more 
Votes before us which are of far greater 
importance, and, in addition, the Navy 
Estimates, and for the consideration 
of these we have only four days, or. 
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with a Saturday sitting, five days. 1 
do not believe that would be enough. 
If | do not misread the signs of * intelli- 
gent interest’ that has been shown in 
these Votes, there will be an Amend- 
ment moved to every one. 
has suggested that we should manage 
by closure, but three divisions on each 
of these nineteen Votes would mean 
fifty-seven divisions, and | do not think 
it would be possible to get through those 
divisions in less than twenty hours, or 
two normal Parliamentary days out of 
the five possible days at our disposal. 
Lam not talking of debate, but only 
of walking through the lobbies. Ain | 
to be told that. having submitted respect- 
fully that calculation to the House, 
our existing rules of closure are sufficient 
to enable us to finish Supply satisfac 
torily with reasonable discussion even 
by Saturday evening! | am quite sure 
that any candid man wiil see that 1 
have not over-estimated the difficulties 
I have endeavoured to describe. What 
other course remains besides the one 
we have adopted? | might have come 
down on ‘Tuesday or Thursday and 
moved a rule similar to the rule made 
with regard to general Supply. declaring 
that at a given hour on Friday night 
or Saturday afternoon the Committee 
of Supply should be closed and all the 
various Votes taken in their order, and 
that a similar operation should apply to 
the Report of Supply. But f suppose 
we would have occupied a night in dis- 
proposal | An Hon. 
Member: | when we 
had discussed it | it would 
have been necessary to bring torward a 
rule for shortening the divisions. ‘These 
are two plans. Can anybody suggest a 
third except the one IT have adopted ! 
There is no third. 


Someone 


cussing such a 


hope so. | and 
SUppr se 


Mr. DALZIEL (Nirkealdy Burghs) : 
By not spending the time of the House 
in altering its rules. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR®: | donot know 
whether the hon. Gentleman supposes 
that he has suggested a plan for getting 
Committee of Supply finished this week. 
The House will see. therefore. that the 
course we have adopted is one that has 
heen absolutely forced upon us by the 


necessities of the situation. It is one 
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which I hope will prevent undue strain, 
but whether it causes undue strain or not 
it is the one that holds out more hope 
than any other plan that we shall be able 
to finish Committee of Supply within the 
time contemplated. I hope that I have 
used no undue strength of language. | 
have stated the motives which have in- 
fluenced our action, and | have justified 
to the best of my ability the course which, 
by the force of circumstances, we have 
taken. Do not let anybody suppose that 
| watch these proceedings, or their result, 
with satisfaction or with equanimity. | 
regard them as most serious. It was long 
ago pointed out—I think it was by Mr. 
Gladstone, but Lam not sure—that one or 
two ingenious men devoting themselves 
to the consideration of the Estimates 
could keep the House occupied during 
the whole of the six months. You could 
not work these nineteen Votes by the 
closure. [An Hon. MEMBER signified 
that they could.] In order to meet the 
interruption just made let me change the 
form of my proposition. One or two 
ingenious gentlementaking an intelligent 
interest in the Estimates would be in a 
position to compel the closure upon every 
Vote that was brought before the House, 
without the smallest difticulty and with- 
out any undue taxing of the rules. I 
think there were more than two ingenious 
gentlemen in the House who engaged in 
the intelligent discussion of the Estimates. 
The result was, of course, necessarily that, 
before the new rule came into force, 
Supply had become a perfect scandal, 
and no Government could allow it to 
intetere in that way with the business of 
the House. We sat up night after night 
discussing Votes like the £5,000 Vote | 
have already mentioned. I[ hope that 
the Supply rule has done something to 
cure this with regard to the main Esti- 
mates of the year. We have left the 
Supplementary Estimates exactly where 
they always stood, and hon. Members who 
have not been in the House before will 
have a very accurate idea of what used 
to go on in connection with the ordinary 
Estimates by seeing what has gone on 
during the last few days in connection 
with the Supplementary Estimates. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Forest of Dean has referred to the sugges- 
tion to appoint a Committee to consider 
the sequence of Votes to be taken in 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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ordinary Supply. That is a little outside 
the motion now before the House, but 
allow me to say that I think it would be 
of great advantage that there should be a 
Committee of this House to settle in the 
first place what proportion of our general 
time should be given to the discussion of 
Supply. That cannot now be left to the 
discretion of the House itself ; it must be 
laid down by rule. Let a Committee 
suggest rules for the purpose ; let them 
suggest whether the present twenty-three 
days given for Supply are enough. 
whether they ought to be augmented, 
how the time between them should be 
distributed, and how the Supplementary 
Estimates should be dealt with. I have 
not the slightest objection to that. If 
anybody can suggest a plan by which 
the liberty of discussion shall be freely 
used and not unduly abused, no one will 
rejoice so much as | will. The question 
before us now is, how are we to deal with 
an emergency ! [| do venture to think 
that. whether the House regards the 
Government as to blame or not for having 
met on the 14th of February, we are all 
agreed that there is but one way to get 
our Votes through by the legal day, and 
that is the way the Government has 
adopted. If the House take that view, 
as | think they must, they must defer to 
a more convenient season the broad 
question of the procedure in Supply, 
and if they desire that it should be con- 
sidered by a Committee upstairs or else- 
where. I shall give any such desire my 
hearty support. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): The right hon. Gentleman 
complains that upon this side of the 
House we have not shown any apprecia- 
tion of the difticulty in which he is placed. 
We do appreciate the position in which 
the right hon. Gentleman finds himself. 
and I think that we on this side of the 
House have shown a desire that that 
should be met. What we do object to is 
the course which the right hon. Gentle- 
man proposes to take. We recognise the 
difficulty, but we are not satisfied with 
the remedy. The proposal is dangerous, 
but is it necessary ? Without touching 
on the question of necessity for a moment, 
I venture to say that it isa very dangerous. 
proposal—dangerous from the mode in 


, which it has been initiated, and dangerous 
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from the precedent it will set up, and 
which—I will not say in all proba- 
bilitv—will with absolute certainty be 
followed hereafter whenever a Ministry 
with a majority finds itself in a difficulty. 
There is no analogy, as the right hon. 
Gentleman puts it, between this case and 
the cause of a Vote on Account. The 
justification for Vote on 
Account = 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he spoke 
of the Army and Navy Excess Votes. 


sin HENRY FOWLER: The justifi- 
cation for abbreviating the discussion of 
a Vote on Account is that every item will 
come up for consideration on Report. 
These, E think, will never come up again. 
| think the House of Commons ought to 
have the power of criticism, und we have 
aright to claim that there should be fair 
criticisms of the large sum of the addi- 
tional Votes. These Supplementary Esti- 
mates are almost without precedent. | 
think the right hon. Gentleman will 
have to go back many years betore he 
finds Supplementary Estimates of be- 
£1,000,000 and £2.000,000. | 
think it was the boast of the right hon. 
himsel{—it certainly took 
place during an Administration of which 
that there were no 
Supplementary Estimates at all. With- 
out claiming any special knowledge in 
the present case, I think | may venture 
to assure the right hon. Gentleman that 
when the meeting of Parliament was 
fixed he knew there would be Supple- 
mentary Votes of large amount, and I do 
not think he was taken by surprise to 
such an extent as he seemed to indicate. 
The right hon. Gentleman puts the case 
on the ground that the Opposition show 
no disposition to meet him in dealing 
with the present difficulty. Well, 1 
venture to say that the Opposition showed 
in all directions considerable desire to 
meet him on Friday night. 


bringing a 


tween 
Gentleman 


he Was a member 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | am = most 
uiwilling to interrupt the right hon. 
Gentleman, but I never said anything of 
the Opposition asa whole. | said that no | 
speaker to-night has shown any apprecia- 
tion of the difficulties of the Government. 


Sik HENRY FOWLER : I was putting | 
it perhaps clumsily, but I understood 
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him to say that there was no indication 
of any desire to meet the difficulties of the 
Government. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 

sir HENRY FOWLER: I withdraw 
that remark at once. When the right 
hon. Gentleiuan was in difficulty on 
Friday night he was met, and £21,000,000 
was voted almost without discussion. | 
fully appreciate the difficulty which the 
right hon. Gentleman has at the present 
think he has ex- 
hausted all the resources of negotiation. 
I am sure that there was a mode of 
meeting the difficulty without any 
violation of the law, which would not 
have involved this new and dangerous 
innovation in the previous practice of 
the House. The right hon. Gentleman 
says it is May | have his 
attention for moment as to the 
necessit V of the case so far as these Votes 
He says it is absolutely 
necessary that Supply should be finished 
on Saturday. May | put to him that 
Monday could be taken for Supply, and 
that the Report could be taken on 
Tuesday?) The Appropriation Bill could 
be brought in on Tuesday, and the 
Second Reading of the Bill could be taken 
on Wednesday. 


; a 
moment. i do not 


necessary. 


one 


are concerned 


Mr. A. J. 


bers’ day. 


BALFOUR : Private Mem- 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: Somebody 
must suffer. It is not the private 
Members’ day this week that I propose 
should be taken. I am talking of the 
following week. I am proposing that 
the Second Reading should be taken on 
Wednesday next week, the Committee 
stage on Thursday, and the Third Reading 
in this House and the stages through 
the House of Lords on Friday. There- 
fore it is not absolutely necessary that 
Supply should be closed on Saturday this 
week. I would put it to the right hon. 
Gentleman before he finally announces 
his decision in this matter that by the 
introduction of this new rule I do not 
believe he will save any time. I should 
advise the right hon. Gentleman to close 
the discussion next Monday. Under 
these circumstances he will have the 
opportunity of getting the Speaker out 

L 
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of the Chair on the Navy Estimates, and 
getting the two Votes with the same 
rapidity as he got his two Votes in 
Supply upon the Army. [le would thus, 
1 think, fair opportunity for 
moderate upon these Esti- 
mates. Let me st rip it of all the cireum- 
stances which have aroused the right 
hon. Gentleman's apprehension. There 
are some very important questions in 
these Supplementary 
tions which will require a considerable 
amount of discussion. There are ques- 
tions in the Suppleinentary Estimates 
which ought to be discussed more than a 
few minutes. | think the right hon. 
Gentleman should come to some under- 
standing with the House that Supply 
should close on Saturday, and that the 
two Navy Votes should be obtained on 
the understanding that the full dis- 
cussion of the naval programme should 
taken after Easter. There would 
then remain simply these Supplementary 
Estimates and the Report stage upon 
those Votes which have already been 
before the House. | would submit to 
him that it would be far better to come to 
some arrangement of that sort than, if | 
may say so, declare war on the procedure 
of the House, which some hon. Members 
consider an invaluable safeguard of the 
control of the House over Votes in 
Supply. | am quite satisfied that the 
right hon. Gentleman is right in saving 
that there must be an entire recon- 
sideration of the mode in which Supply 
is voted, and the time devoted to it, and 
the carrying out of the rule which the 


give a 


discussion 


Estimates ques- 


be 


right hon. Gentleman himself intro- 
duced. I think that can be put on its 


own merits. The Government is in an 
impasse at the present moment. Do 
not let the remedy be dangerous and 
disastrous. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman has made a proposal to me. 
I think he will feel that he is placing me 
in an impossible position when he asks 
me to take one Wednesday and not 
another. That would scarcely be fair. 
Nothing would give me more pleasure 
than that Committee of Supply should 
finish on Saturday afternoon, that the 
Report stage should be taken on Monday, 
that we should then be able to reserve 
Wednesday for private Members. and 


Sir Henru Fowler. 
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that we should be able to finish Supply 
in time to comply with the law. | 
do not know whether the modified pro- 
posal of the right hon. Gentleman would 
be accepted in all parts of the House, 
but if so. I would be delighted to fall 
in with it. I know that some 

ments when acceded are never broken. 
Therefore. if a pledge is given. | shall 
be happy to accept it. 


arrange 


Sin HENRY FOWLER: | was 
aware that the private Members’ Bill 
set down for Wednesday is a very im- 
portant one. i understand that it is 
the Pure Bil. | not wish to 
immolate that Bill unnecessarily. lf you 
get vour Report on Monday it would 
not be necessary to sacrifice the Bill. 


hot 


Seer do 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member tor 
East Wolverhampton has just made a 
proposal to the Government, and | hope 
it will not be unbecoming if [I say that 
his action is, to say the least of it. rather 
curious in this matter. He says first of 
all that the proposition of the Govern- 
ment is a dangerous proposition. and 
he objects to it. He then winds up 
his speech on the dangerous proposition 
by proposing to enter into an agreement 


with the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury. | think 


the proposition made by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver 
hampton is, so far as [T can understand, 
very little better than the proposition 
of the First Lord of the Treasury. and 
I think it would be more satistactory, 
if | may say so, to a great many gentle- 
men of the Liberal party who resent 
innovations of this kind if. instead ot 
coming down at the last moment to 
patch up an agreement to make easy 
the path of the Government. the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member to 
East Wolverhampton had been in his 
place early in the evening to oppose 
this latest attempt on the part of 
the Government to muzzle the House 
of Commons. The right hon. Gentleman 
the First Lord of the Treasury can hardly 
be surprised, I] think, if he does not 


find the Irish Members enthusiastic 
to enter into a fresh agreement with 


‘them. What took place last Friday! 
Anagreement was made with the Govern 








th 
mn 








296 


Supply 
law. | 
ed pro- 
. would 
House, 
to tall 
rrange 
broken. 


I shall 


as hot 
Bill 
Ty im- 
t it is 
vish to 
li vou 
would 
Ball. 





The 
ber tol 
nade a 
| hope 
uy that 
rather 
first of 
rovern- 
NM. and 
nds up 
OSITION 
eement 
an the 
| think 
ht hon. 
Wolver- 
stand, 
position 
ry. and 
factory. 
gentle. 
) resent 
tead of 
rent to 
ke easy 
it. the 
iber for 
in his 
oppose 
part ol 
» House 
itleman 
1 hardly 
loes not 
usiastic 
it with 
Friday! 
(overt 








297 Ciril Service Revised 
ment, under which they were allowed 
to get in one sitting the whole of the 
Army Estimates, amounting to the sum 
ot -£21.000,000. That sum voted 
m Friday night in the space of about 
twenty minutes, and now what return 
lo the Irish Members get for the enor- 
mous Concession they made then?) Our 
reward is. that when the House meets 
on Monday the right hon. Gentleman 
gets up and proposes to curtail in a new 
way the privileges and the rights of 
private Members in’ connection with 
the discussion of the Estimates. [| say 
that as long as the Government reward 
agreements entered into with their 
opponents in that way they can hardly 
be surprised if there is no desire to make 
further agreements with them. The 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury in the last speech he made 
referred in’ a somewhat pointed way 
to the discussion which took place on 
the Estimates last week. He said that 
two hours were taken discussing an 
item of £5,000, and even from the lofty 
position which the right hon. Gentleman 
occupies, he did not hesitate to speak 
ina disparaging way of what he called 
the intelligent criticism of hon. Gentle- 
men from Ireland. The right hon. 
Gentleman may imagine that Members 
irom [reland ought to discuss the Esti- 
mates ina way that ought to commend 
itself to his way of thinking and to his 
satisfaction. If he expects that hon. 
Members from Ireland are in these 
matters always to imitate the example 
of his noble relative the Member for 
Greenwich, and to get up on every 
conceivable occasion and say that what 
the Government has done is perfectly 
right. he is greatly mistaken. I pass 
from that by saying that what I know of 
the methods with respect to the “intelli- 
gent discussion of items in the Estimates 
| learned, not yesterday, or the day 
before, but years ago, from the action of 
a certain party in this House which 
was called the Fourth party, of which 
the right hon. Gentleman the First 


Was 


Lord of the Treasury has probably heard. 

What is the answer to the appeal made 
by the First Lord that this must be done, 
as the Estimates must be got through by 
the end of the month? The answer is 
obviously that the Government should 
have called Parliament together in proper 
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time to give Members full opportunity 
for discussing the Estimates as they 
considered necessary. The right hon. 
Gentleman, if the House allows him to 
have his way. is simply setting up a 
precedent whereby probably next year 
he will call Parliament together not on 
the 14th of February, but probably the 
Ist of March or the 14th of March. and 
then if any attempt is made to criticise or 
discuss the Estimates he will have the 
same story as he has now, that discussion 
must be curtailed beeause by the end of 
the month the Estimates according to 
law must be carried through. He is 
setting up a precedent which will make 
it easy for any Government in future to 
curtail discussion and to stifle all criti- 
cism by the simple expedient of not call- 
ing Parliament together until it is too 
late to say anything upon the Estimates. 
The right hon. Gentleman in reply to the 
Member for East Somerset said he was 
prepared to give the pledge that this 
proposition was simply an emergency 
proposition. I tried to get some under- 
standing as to the nature of the pledge 
the right hon. Gentleman gave, but | 
think it is clear that he gave no pledge 
whatever. Is he prepared to get up now 
and say that no such proposition will be 
made by the Government next vear, or 
at any future time? If this proposition 
is ratified by the House of Commons. 
nothing is more certain than that it will 
form a precedent for the future. The 
right hon. Gentleman knows pertectly 
well that it is only necessary for the rule 
to be established and acted upon in this 
House to make it absolutely certain 
that time after time in future it will be 
quoted as a precedent. The First Lord 
of the Treasury indignantly repudiated 
the idea that this innovation was sprung 
upon the House of Commons without 
any notice. He said, “Why, I gave 
notice of this to the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition.” | have the pleasure and the 
distinguished honour of meeting the 
Leader of the Opposition sometimes in 
the lobbies of this House, but I never 
meet him on Saturdays or Sundays at 
all, and the fact that the First Lord of 
the Treasury late on Friday night or 
early on Saturday morning sent word to 
the Leader of the Opposition that he 
was going to do this is not the slightest 
guarantee that | or my friends ever heard 
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anything at all about it. I say we have 
a right to expect in future that when an 
absolutely unprecedented change — is 
about to be made the Government 
should at least give several full davs 
notice, not merely to the Leader of the 
Opposition. but to every Member of the 
House. Every Member of this House is 
supposed to be equal, and if that is true | 
maintain that in this matter full notice 
should be given to every Member of the 
House. and that notice given to the 
Leader of the Opposition is not sufficient. 
Then we are told that we had a statement 
on Saturday trom which we could have 
ascertained what change had been made. 
There are not twenty Members opposite 
who realised that this change was being 
made until this afternoon, and it is mon- 
strous to sa that we should realise the 
change whieh has made in the 
presentation of the Estimates when an 
hon. Gentleman with twenty 
experience of the ‘Treasury's methods 
was unable to realise that any change 
had made at all. If the Govern- 
ment intend to proceed with the inter- 
ference with private Members in this 
manner it ought to cease to make new 
rules here and new rules there, it ought 
to issue a new rule that nobody has a 
right to say a word upon financial mat- 
ters. That is the recommendation | 
make if the Government wishes to do 
this properly, and the Estimates would 
then go through the House in good 
time. like clockwork. Let them take 
my advice and without further delay 
bring at once into the Government and 
place upon the Treasury Bench the Mem- 
her tor when everything 
would go on smoothly. 


1 
peel 


vea rs 


been 


Crreenwich, 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): There 
is no doubt that we all appreciate the fact 
that the Government is in considerable 
difticulty, but what we cannot under- 
stand is why this difficulty should have 
become chronic this session. Everything 
seems to have been done that should be 
done, and yet we get into greater trouble. 
Something else seems to be wrong besides 
the House of Commons. Nowthat the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn has gone—has 
left the House—I may say one of the last 
things he said to me was that he hesitated 
whether he should go because he was 
afraid that if he did the Government 


Mr. William Redmond. 
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would get into trouble. | afraid 
that rather suggests that if he knew what 
is happening to-day it would disturb hin 
to think that this revolutionary measure 
sprung upon us in the way it 
has been. [| study the Parliamentary 
Papers very carefully, but [ had no idea 
that such a change was coming about, 
These Supplementary Estimates are of 
great importance, and surely the Govern- 
ment. which has so large a majority, 
might let the House have al! reasonable 
time for discussion upon them. The 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich, 


al 


vas 


with great vigour, seemed to suggest 
that when he rules us we. shall 


be managed with extreme rigour: but 
surely if we are to pass these Estimates 
at all we ought to consider each subject 
caretully. Nobody could possibly say 
that these Estimates are normal ; nobody 
suggest that a Supplementary 
£1 QOO00,000 


could 
Estimate of 
that should pass without criticism. 
Sir. in order to expedite matters we have 
another revolutionary change proposed 
to the House: and what is the result? 
That we have had another debate. It is 
past oeclock, and we have 
done nothing. This is not the way in 
which the House of Commons should be 


Inatter 
ef 
NOW, 


Was a 


now seve 


ruled. We saw on Friday the result of 
such management, and it seems to me 


that this svstem of riding roughshod 
over us is a method to turn this House 
into a mere machine to record the de 
cisions of the Government. 
me that we ought not to be asked to have 
a Vote of a million upon all sorts of 


subjects in bulk, because we know that 


It seems to 


when one subject has been discussed fer 
a short time the whole may be closured. 
We had better face the matter at once 
and say this eannot be done in this way, 
and if it is to be done at all it cannot be 
done without the fullest consideration 
being given to it. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire. 
St. Albans) said that the hon. Member 
who had just sat down had clearly shown 
that the House was face to face with a 
difticulty. He disliked quite as much as 
the hon. Member for North Islington any- 
thing likean attack being made upon the 
freedom of private Members; yet if the 
rule was not carried the Votes could not 
be got in time to conform with the law. 
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The hon. Member had said that the House 
must not be ridden over roughshod by 
anvbody, but anyone who had listened 
to the knew pertectly well 
there was no desire on the part of any- 
body to ride roughshod over them. 
Evervbody was aware that had it been 
only an English Opposition a reasonable 
arrangement would have been made long 
since. This matter had been forced on by 
the hon. Member for East Clare. It was 
absolutely impossible forthe Government 
to get through the business unless some 
this kind introduced. 
The suggestion that Parliament should 
have met earlier in the session was idle. 
the tactics would have 
answered equally well if the session had 
commenced on the 7th February. The 
pledge given by the First Lord of the 


discussion 


measure of wis 


hecause same 


Treasury only amounted to the fact that , 


he would not be guilty of such an innova- 
tion again until he was compelled. He 
desired that definite 
should be given that such a thing should 
not recur until its non-recurrence would 
constitute 2 the law. He 
believed in no other way could the busi- 
ness be carried through. and therefore 
he should vote for the Government. 


more assurance 


breach ot 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said the whole 
diticulty had arisen owing to the mon- 
strous mismanagement of public business 
m the part of the Government. When 
making that had the 
House met onan earlier date the same 
action would have been adopted as had 
heen adopted during the past fortnight, 
the hon. Member who had just sat down 
had quite overlooked the fact that the 
reason for the right hon. Gentleman’s 
appeal was that, owing to the shortness 
of the time when Parliament met to get 
through the financial business of the 
country, he was compelled to adopt this 
proceeding. He thought, if the pressure 
Was so great, that the House should meet 
at eleven or twelve o'clock instead of 
three. He regarded the innovation as 
dangerous in itself, but the manner in 
which it Was introduced he considered 
more dangerous still. The House could 
hot accept a private intimation conveyed 
to the Leader of the Opposition as being 
notice to the House generally. He 
challenged the Government to say 
there were six Members of the House 


the suggestion 
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who were aware that the Vote was to 
he taken in this way. He read his 
Parliamentary Papers with as much care 
as anybody, and he had had_ no idea that 
such sharp practice was going to be prac- 
tised on an unwary House of Commons. 
He challenged the Government to say 
that there were six Members of the 
House who knew that the Government 
were going to bulk nineteen Votes 
altogether and take them in one Vote, 
and practically closure all discussion. 
The more honest course would have been 
to have followed the advice outlined with 
almost brutal frankness by the noble 
Lord the Member for Greenwich. ‘The 
Government were responsible for the 
position in which they found themselves, 
and it did not lie in their mouths to com- 
plain of the time which the House had 
taken to discuss the Estimates. If the 
Treasury brought down these Votes in a 
proper manner and paid a fair amount 
of attention to the criticisms made upon 
them the Government would get the 
Votes in a much shorter time.  Discus- 
sion of an ample and satisfactory character 


could not be considered obstructive. The 
Government had = got themselves into 


this mess, and had attempted to get out 
of it by a stealthy stratagem which was 
not worthy of either the House or the 
Ministry. The shabby manner in which 
it was sought to sneak this new rule 
through the House without observation 
and without discussion was unworthy 
ot even the present Crovernnient. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): The Leader of the House 
is endeavouring to set up a very danger- 
ous precedent which I do not think 
should be set up. He proposes to with- 
draw a number of Votes from discussion. 
That is what itamountsto. Here we have 
got nineteen Votes vet undiscussed, and 
what does the right hon. Gentleman 
propose ! Ile says, “1 propose that we 
should discuss the few Votes which 
may be considered important, and that 
the remaining Votes should not be 
discussed or divided on.” Let the House 
understand clearly what this 
It is a new rule, not incorporated in the 
Standing Orders and canvassed by dis- 
cussion before it passes, but brought in 
by the First Lord of the Treasury without 
affording any opportunity except such 


Ineans. 
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discussion as we are able to get without 
moving the adjournment of the House. 
The operation of the new rule is this. 
The right hon. Gentleman says. “If vou 
discuss all these Votes | shall not get 
the Estimates,’ so he proposes that only a 
certain number of Votes shall be discussed 
and that the remainder shall then be 
voted upon. That is not merely an 
innovation, but it is what the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member tor East Wolver- 
hampton calls a singularly dangerous 
one. The hon. Member opposite has made 
a singularly ungenerous attack upon the 
hon. Members for Ireland, for he has 
stated that if it had been left to the 
English Opposition all this matter would 
have been arranged. He apparently 
forgets that on Friday they were quite 
as amenable to an arrangement to 
facilitate the business as the Opposition, 
and to level that taunt at them now is 
exceedingly unfair and unealled for. 
What is the defence of this new rule ! 
Although the First Lord of the Treasury 
says it is called for by an emergency, he 
cannot prevent its becoming a precedent. 
I would call the attention of the House 
to the terms in which the right hon. 
Gentleman has given a pledge to the 
House. In answer tothe hon. Member for 
East Somerset he said that he was pre- 
pared to give in the most unreserved 
manner a pledge that he would not use 
this power only under exceptional cir- 
cumstances. But what good is a pledge 
like that? This is his opinion upon the 
present situation. A pledge is generally 
given with regard to something which 
ought to be done. Is the right hon. 
Gentleman prepared to say, “I pledge 
myself that this precedent shall not be 
followed.” Why are the circumstances 
exceptional now! Simply because of 
circumstances for which the House of 
Commons has no responsibility, and 
for which no one has any responsibility 
but the Government itself. What are 
the exceptional circumstances! They 
are two, according to the Leader of the 
House. The first is that there is a large 
number of Votes which have not yet 
been discussed. But whose fault is it 
that there are so many Supplementary 
Estimates ! Certainly it is not the 
fault of the House of Commons. The 
second circumstance is that the Govern- 
ment call Parliament together late, and 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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who is responsible for that ? The House 
of Commons was not consulted upon 
this matter, nor the Opposition. The 
convenience of the Opposition was not 
even consulted, for the Government 
simply consulted their own convenience 
in the matter. They knew perfectly 
well that all these Supplementary Votes 
had to be passed, and in spite of all this 
they call Parliament together late and 
insist now upon passing these Votes under 
all this pressure. And so it happens 
that for the laches of the Government 
the rules of the House are to suffer. 
Opportunities of discussing Estimates 
and administration are to be limited 
not for this present session only, but 
practically for all time. What are these 
Supplementary Estimates? The right 
hon. Gentleman talks as if they were of 
no importance at all. If hon. Members 
will look at these Estimates they will 
find that they afford the first oppor- 
tunity which has been given to the 
House of Commons for discussing three 
wars, quite apart from the South African 
Warand affairs in China—namely, the wat 
in Somaliland, the war in Uganda, and 
the military operations in Ashanti. Here 
are three wars discussed under Supple- 
mentary Estimates, and the right hon. 
Gentleman proposes that weshould discuss 
all these matters in the course of a day 
or two. We have also got to discuss 
the Hospitals Commission, and this is the 
only opportunity we shall get to discuss 
the whole of the arrangements with 
regard to the hospitals, which affect the 
comfort and lives of thousands of out 
soldiers, because the war is not yet over, 
and there are tens of thousands of our 
troops still fighting under unhealthy 
conditions. It is only the House of 
Commons which can bring pressure to 
hear to make the War Office do what is 


right. and now we are not allowed 
to discuss it. Then. this Vote will 
afford practically the only opportu- 


nity we shall get to discuss the Trans- 
vaal Concessions Commission. We have 
to discuss the Report of that Commission, 
which I think has had an important 
influence in protracting the war, and we 
have also to consider the methods 
adopted by the Treasury for raising 
funds for the Transvaal and Chinese 
wars, the Queen’s funeral, and other 


‘matters, and the right hon. Gentleman 
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proposes that we shail do all this in one | 


or two sittings. This is a pertectly un- 
precedented state of things. The Govern- 
ment is responsible for ait these Estimates. 
The noble Lord the Member for Green- 
wich said that this rule might have been 
justifiable as applied to the Home Rule 
Bill of 1893, and the proposition he laid 
down is that it depends on the character 
oi the legislation which is to follow. He 
says this rule is to be a precedent in 
certain cases only. It is to be a precedent 
when the Tory Government is in power, 
but no precedent when the Liberal 
Government is in office. We know 
what that means. We have all kinds of 
precedents set up by the Leader of the 
House. which I venture to say will be 
resisted more vigorously than the 
present Opposition resists them if a 
Liberal Government attempts to put 
them into operation. It depends en- 
tirely upon the view which hon. Members 
opposite take with regard to the par- 
ticular proposals which are to be con- 
sidered at the time. We really ought 


to consider these things on their 
merits. It is not a question — of 
what you are examining or what 


particular expenditure you are passing, 
but it is a question of the rules of 
the House and the facilities offered for 
criticism. When these new rules are 
passed one after the other the House of 
Commons is depriving the Opposition of 
what is, after all, a legitimate weapon of 
criticism. Time is one of the weapons 
of the Opposition, and it is a pertectly 
air one. IL have seen discussions re- 
peatedly where a good case did not 
attract any attention from the Minister 
concerned until he saw the discussion 


was consuming too much of the 
tine of the Government. Then very 
often a second Minister would get 


up and examine the question, and say 
that there was something in the matter 
after all, and he would promise either 
inquiry or redress. Time is one of the 
oldest weapons of an Opposition, and one 
of the most effective weapons. So tar as 
the Liberal Opposition is concerned, it is 
a particularly serious matter for a Liberal 
Opposition to support any rules of this 
kind. which do not give facilities for 
adequate discussion, and which deprive 
the Opposition of facilities which they 
have possessed from time immemorial. | 
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This is not a matter for arrangement 
across the floor of the House. It is a 
very vital question of constitutional 
liberty. We have had too many of these 
arrangements across the floor of the 
House. We had an arrangement of 
this kind on Friday, and what was the 
result ! The Leader of the House, know- 
ing, practically, at that time that he was 
going to make this arrangement, never 
informed the Opposition that he meant 
to do this. I do not charge the First 
Lord of the Treasury with bad faith in 
this matter, but I do say that there was 
a lack of straightforwardness about it. 
The right hon. Gentleman knew that if 
the Opposition and the hon. Members 
from Ireland and below the gangway 
had known when they made that arrange- 
ment last week that the First Lord of the 
Treasury intended to introduce this new 
rule, which is a complete subversion of 
every method ot discussion we have 
had on Supplementary Estimates, the 
arrangement come to with regard to the 
Army would never have been agreed 
to. This is our reward. The right hon. 
Gentleman talks now about the ten unim- 
portant Votes which took ten nights, and 
he refers to the debate on the price of 
coal. 1 should like to remind Members 
who were present during that debate— 
and I do not believe the First Lord of the 
Treasury was present, although he camein 
just in time to put the closure—that the 
prolongation of that debate was due to the 
failure of the Minister in charge to explain 
a discrepancy between the excessive 
amount called forin one Vote as compared 
with the amount in another Vote. Re- 
peatedly explanations were asked for, 
and vet none was afforded. Why should 
the First Lord of the Treasury complain 
of these discussions? I remember that 
when the First Lord of the Treasury 
was the Leader of the Opposition upon 
one occasion almost a whole Parliamen- 
tary sitting was taken up in discussing 
an item of £100 spent upon pencils. 
One, if not two, of the gentlemen who 
occupied the time of the House upon that 
occasion are now sitting on the Treasury 
Bench opposite. The President of the 
Board of Agriculture was one of them. 
But at that time did the Member for 
Midlothian come down and say that 


there had been a scandalous waste of 
time in the House ? 


He did not come 
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down to this House and on his 


initiative, without giving any 


own 

notice, 
change the whole rules of the House. 
No; the right hon. Gentleman the late 
Member for Midlothian had too great a 
regard for the dignity and usefulness of 
the House. We are gradually being 
deprived of opportunities not of debate, 
but of legitimate criticism of the adminis- 
tration of the country. The result of 
this new rule will be that possibly two or 
three matters will be discussed, but I 
venture to say that many matters of 
considerable importance will receive no 
discussion at all. Twice. if not three 
times, in the course of a few weeks since 
the opening of the present session the 
right hon. Gentleman has already intro- 
duced innovations into the rules of this 
House which have considerably curtailed 
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its liberty and freedom of discussion, and 
I think it is a great misfortune that the 
Liberal Opposition, who certainly ought 
to have the freedom and liberty of speech 
primarily under their charge instead of 
making an arrangement across the floor 
of this House, are not throwing the 
whole of their weight into the very serious 
development ot the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s tactics. 


Mr. A. J 
and dlaimed to move, 
be now put.” 


BALFOUR rose in his place 


* That the Question 


Question put, “ That the Question be 


now put.” 
The House divided :— Aves, 208 ; Noes, 
121. (Division List No. 68.) 


AYES 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. | ‘orbett, T. L. 

Agz-Gardner, James Tynt 

Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe] 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 

Allsopp, Hon. (reorge 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 


‘ubitt. Hon. 


Dalkeith, 





‘ripps, Charles Alfred 

‘ross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Henry 

‘ust, Henry John C, 

Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir 


Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
iloare, Edward B. 
Hove. Lindsay 
Hope, J. F.(Shieffie 


Houldsworth, Sir 


(Down, North) 


Hampstead 


ld, Bris whtsde 


Charles Win. Henry 





Arkwright, Joha Stanhope Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham How: ard, Cap: d( Went, Faversh. 
Arrol, Sir William Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Howard, J.(Midx. ,Pottenh’m) 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Elis Dixon-Hartland. Sir F. Dixon — Jessel, Caps iin H. Merton 








Atkinson, ftt. Hon. John Douvlas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Johnston, William (Belfast) 
\ustin, Sir John Duke, Henry Edward Kenyou-Slainey,Col. W.(Salop. 
Bagot,C te losce lineFitzRoy Dyke, Rt. HonSirWilliamHart = WKeswick, William 

Bailey, James (Walworth Faber, George Denison Kimber, Henr 

Bain, Co L. Tate Robert Kardell, Sir T. George King, Sir Henry Sey: nou. 
dalearres, Lord Mcllowes, Hon. Ailwyn a Lambton, Hon. Krede rick W. 
Baldwin, Alfred Fergus oni, A HnSied.( Mane’ Laurie, Lieut.-Gene 

Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.3.(Manclir Fie ‘den ny Edward Broce uit Lawrence, William 

ee ir Ys Frederick Georg Finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne Lawson, Jolin Grant 

Beach Rt. HnuSirM. H.(Bristol)  F ak p Se Thomas Lecky, Rt. Hon.Wm, E. H. 
B hownare Sir M. M Fisher, William Hayes Lee,Capt. A. H.(Hants., Fare in 
Bignold, Arthur IF ‘it zCrerald., oe Robt. Penrose- — L egue, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Bis wood, Jaines luumery. Sir Fortescue Leizh- Bennett, Henry Currie 


Dili, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles,Capt. HB. \iddlesex) 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
greens John George 
& , Henry Strother 
c revenue, of h, 5. I. (ON. Lanes 
Cavendish. V.C. W)( Derbys shire 
Cecil, Eve ah Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (¢ 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J( Girm. 
Chamberlain.J. Austen( Wore 
Chapman, Edward 
Churehill, Wins ton Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glaseow 


Mr. Lloyd-Gi Ore. 
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Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Sir M. (London Univ. 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.A(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gordon, Hn J. E. ( Elein& Nairn 
(yordon, May. Evans-(TrH’mlts 
Kit. lon. SirohnEldon 
{10 sch en, Hon. G. Joachim 
Croulding, Edward Alfred 
Grey, gonad st (West Ham) 
Greene, SivE W( B ryS Edin nds 
(ireene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury ) 
Greene, W. Rayniond-(Cambs, ) 
(rretton, J yey 
Gurdon, s r W. 
Hain, Edward 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG/ Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Harris. Ff. Leverton(Tynem'th) 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 





Corsi, 
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pes son-Giower, Fred. N 
Lone, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lowe, Francis Williain 
Lowthe if C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas ee ‘ol. Francis( Lowestott 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton. Hon. Altred 
Macartney, RtHa. W.G. Ellis’n 
Macdona, John Cumming 

M‘ Arthur, Charles (L iverpool) 
M'‘Iver,SirLewis( idinbuwehW 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Tan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J. H.( Dunifriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Binghain 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagn, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
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Morgan, DavidJ(Walth’mstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, ftt. Hon A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray,© 1. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn.Wim Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyinan, Ernest George 
Purvis. Robert 

Pym C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remuant, James Farquhrson 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc., Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asquith, Rt. Hn Herbert Henry 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bavley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Brown, George M.( Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sic John Tomlinsen 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
‘aldwell, James 

‘ainpbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Caustor, Richard WKnight 
Claney, John Joseph 

Colvilte, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Euzene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Doovan, P. C. 

Dunean, James H. 

Elibank, Master of 

Fenwiek, Charles 

Firench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fivnn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter( Dei by Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstene, Rt. Hon. Herbt. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


(Juestion put accordingly, 
House do now adjourn.” 
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Rentoul, James Alexander 
tidley,Hon. M. W.(Stalybridg 


tidley,S Forde(BethnalGreen | 


Ritchie, RulHonChas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John I. L. 
Rollit, Sir Alhert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell. T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse | 


Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln 
Seton-Karr. Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward ‘I 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 


NOES, 


Grant, Corrie 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Haminond, John 

Hardie,J. Neir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Re. Hn. Charles HH. 
Holland, William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Sinyth 
Lainbert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas.(Ivent) 
Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
MéCann, James 

M'Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham. Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw..3.C'. (Devonport) 
Moss, Saiuel 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth. South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(‘Tipp rary M’d 
O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W. 
(Connor, ‘7. 2. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 

(Kelly, James(RoscommonnN. 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
‘Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Valeitia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon, John L. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L) 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wolti, Gustav Wilhelm 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mir. Anstruther. 


(Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O'Shee, James John 

Price Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redinond. John. (Waterford) 
Redinond, William (Clare) 
Reid Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Seliwann, Charles E. 

Seoti, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thompson, E.C.( Monaghan, N. 
Trevejyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Waiton, John L. (Leeds, 8S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halitax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Youne, Samuel (Cavan, East 
Yoxall, James Henry 


NOES 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Captain Donelan 
Patrick O’Brien. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 119; Noes, 
(Division List No. 69.) 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Gloue.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, Willian Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunean, James H. 

Elibank, Master of 

Fenwick, Charles 

Firench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone,Rt. Hn. Herbert JJ. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H (Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bul, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles,Capt. H.F. (Middlesex 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
B:own,AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
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Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 
Gurdon, SirW illiam Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. | 


Holland, William Henry 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, PatrickJa mes 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Lambert, George 
layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James(Kent) 
Lundon, W. 

Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘kKillop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morton, Edw.J. C. (Devonport 
Moss, Samuel 

Nolan, Col. J. P.(Galway, N.) 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kk. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor. James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Dowd, John 

(Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N. 


NOES. 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. ) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil. Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.} 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps. Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkieth, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir Fred D. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hon, Sir Wm. H. 
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VU’ Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Reid,Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
toche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—- 
Mr. Lough and Mr. Wm. 
Redmond. 


Faber, (ceorge Denison 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Kt. HnSirJ(Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond 
Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albans 
Gordon, Hn. J E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(TrHamlts 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Gonlding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (Wes Ham) 
Greene, Sir E. W.(Bury St. Ed. 
Greene, H. D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) 
Gretton, John 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick _ 
Hence, RKtHnLordG(Mid’x. 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Rbt. Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’rd 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Shetti’'ld, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. “Henry 
Howard, Capt. J.(Faversham) 
Howard,.J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, Williain (Belfast) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H. 
Lee,Capt. A. H.(Hants, Fare’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 

M: Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 


SUPPLY—NAVY 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 
Speaker do now leave the 
Arnold-Forster. ) 


‘That Mr. 
chair. —(Vr. 


*THe SECRETARY To 
NOLD-FORSTER, 
W.): The House has for many years had 
the advantage of having the Navy Esti- 
mates introduced to it not only by the 
First Lord, but by a First Lord whose 
record of service is of peculiar and almost 
unique experience in the House ; 
it happens that [ am commissioned to 
perform the duties which Mr. 
so often performed with such great 
success in this House, perhaps it may be 
permitted to me to say a word with 
regard to the work done by Lord Goschen 
in connection with the Navy. 
believe his record of service is unique. 
He served for eight anda half years as 


RALTY (Mr. Ar 
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Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris,Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Depttord 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RtHnA Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray.Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Rbt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

tase * Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley Hn. M.W . (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S Forde( Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
ee Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
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Round, James 

Koyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russel, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S.G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry 8.(Limehouse) 
Seton Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, A bel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
W ankly n, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, J. Catheart (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt-4 “ol A.C.E.(Tauntn 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wim. H.( Yorks) 
Woltl, Gustav Wilhelm 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES- 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


First Lord of the Admiralty in the House 
of Commons, 


and during every one ot 


those years he added to his accumulated 


matters. 


wealth of experience in regard to naval 
I believe | am correct in saying 
that no civilian Minister 


who has ever 


had the honour of administering the 


tHE ADMI- 
Belfast, 
Naval 


and as of 


Goschen 


Navy. 
associate 


because | respect 





affairs of the 
completely gained the confidence of the 
service 
believe he understood to a most remark- 
able degree the feeling of all those serving 
and I believe no Minister 
was ever more jealous for the preservation 
those privileges and 
caretully those feelings. 
do the great regard in which Mr. Goschen 
was held in this House, 
high esteem in which he was held in the 
[ can only 
myself 
as a Member of this House, and, 


in the Fleet, 


service 


Admiralty ever more 


than Lord Goschen. | 


regarded more 
Knowing as | 
> 


knowing the 


say that I humbly 
with that feeling of 


as one temporarily connected with the 
great 


of the Navy, with the 














$15 


feeling of the Navy. But while I desire 
to have him before me as an example, 
[ cannot help feeling that the fact that I, 
in a much less important position, have 
to undertake the task he performed with 
so much success places me in a somewhat 
difficult position; and | for, and 
think | shall obtain from the House. the 
indulgence which naturally is desired 
by one in so difficult a position. | think 


Supply— 


ask 


[ shall merit that indulgence best if 
I do not attempt to embroider my 
theme by any matters that are not 
strictly relevant. My task will be made 
easier by the fact that my chief, the 
First Lord — ot the Admiralty, has 
already made a statement, very ex- 


haustive and important, with regard to 
the plans of the Admiralty during the 
ensuing year. 
it would be 
Commons. which is asked to 
ot E5SO0,000,000, if I 
merely to be 


I do not think, however, 
respecttul to the House of 
vole a sum 
over were to ask 


allowed to hold that 
document and ask the House to receive it 


up 


Pai not entitled to assume that 
: this has read 
that document ; and, even if they had. | 
think they mis from 


ht jusths 
‘ueidati mof 


as read. 


every) Metiber ot House 


dk mind 


mie am ¢ some of the points 
referred to. and some enlargement vt 
the propositions it contains. But I 
shall endeavour to avoid. as us 





possible. going into 


letail ro owe: reine the 
Getau, or wearving i} 


any 


Necessary 
House by rerer 


ence to they can 


Lord's 


matters ou which 
inform themselves from the First 
Memorandinn. 

Now. | imagine what the House really 
wants to know is, very briefly, whether 
for the very 
House. with great 
the service of 
whether value 


value has been obtained 
large sum which the 
unanimity, las voted for 
the Navy in past years, 
is now being obtained jor such sums as 
and whether there 

if they 
which is 


are being expended, 
is a reasonable probability. tha 
grant the very lares Supply 
asked tor in the 


that sum will be expended in strengthen- 


i Kstimates this vear, 


ing the Navy and in additions to the 
Navy. i believe that I shall be able 


assurance, and to supply 
facts which will convince hon. Members 


m both sides of the House that they 


to give that 


* For ** Statement of the First Lord of the 
Adiniralty explanatory of the Navy Estimates, 
190] 1902.” see Appendix to this Volume. 


Mr. A rnold- Forste i. 
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the 
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are justified in acceding to what T admit 
is the very large sum which the Navy 
demands. My business is financial, but 
there is an old saving that an ounce of 
fact is worth a ton of theory, and though 
we may test the value of the Navy by 
the amount of the sums which we appro 
priate to its service, and may value the 
service it renders on the basis of the report 


which may be made by its representa 


tive in this House. we can value those 
services far better when we can put 
them to the test of actual fact. We 


must not shut our eyes to the fact that 
the Navy is maintained really for one 
purpose alone ix, for carrying on 
successful war when war happens to be 
unhappily necessary for this country. 
[An Hox. Member: To prevent 
My hon. friend very truly says that 
the object of the Navy is to prevent 
war, but it can prevent 
being an ethcient instrument 
conduct of war 


1 
-that is, 


war. | 


war by 
the 


war takes place. 


ONLY 
for 
when 

We have had during the last twelve 
months some evidence that tends to 
that the Nay | 
the purpose ior whicl 
and to which we devote such large sums. 
We have had the operations in China, 
in with the relief of the 

sa 


Legations in Peking. think it is 


Is adequate for 


maintain it 


] .- 
snOW 





connection 


and | 


permissible ior We TO say one word 
with regard to those operations. [am 


happy to sav and | the House 
will understand this matter, 
and every other naval matter on which 
| speak, | 
ot the 


! 

Hope 
that on 
am here as 


Lords of ¢ 


the mouthpiece 
he Admiralty, who 
instruct me, and by whom | am bound 
to instructed, regard to the 
technical matters of the Navy. They 
tell me, and I gladly accept what 1 think 


he with 


we all know to be the fact. that the 
conduct of the naval contingent in 


China has been admirable and excellent, 
that the gallantry of the naval contin- 
gent which iollowed Admiral Seymour 
and attempted to relieve Peking was all 
that we could desire from British sailors, 
and that the subsequent conduct of the 
naval detachment which was under the 
orders of General Gaselee was equally 
ereditable to the Navy. [I do not think 
it is in my province to make any selection 
where all have done so well: but [am 
permitted to make special reference to 
gallant behaviour of a party of 
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tinit some forty-eight of the Roval Marines | for by the First Lord, at a late period of 
UV who attacked and took, against great the session, for certain specific purposes, a 
but odds, the military college in the neigh- sum which does not come into the category 
oes hourhood of Peking on the occasion of a Supplementary Estimate, and which 
nish of Admiral Seymour's advance. The was added to the original Estimate betore 
by testimony of a post-eaptain in the Royal it was finally sanctioned by the House. 
ty Navy, which every man serving in the That additional Estimate of last) year 
the Navy will appreciate, was that these amounted to £1,169,300. giving a total 
tit gallant Marines. when they attacked for last vear of £28,691,900, as conipared 
= this fortification, climbed the walls as with this vear’s Estimate of £30,875,676, 
hose coolly as if they were bird-nesting. I ora net increase for the coming financial 
ong must not leave the subject of active vear of £2,183.776. | have not added 
We operations in China without one word on to those figures the Supplementary 
that of tribute to the effective service which Estimate which has been asked tor, and 
one was rendered by the Australian contin- agreed to by the House of Commons 
yon gent. For the first time. | believe. since during the present year. ‘The items of 
0 be the war of 1812. we have had a colonial the Supplementary Estimate have been 
gee naval contingent taking an active and explained very fully to the House by my 
rar. | effective part in the naval work of this hon. friend the Civil Lord; and he has 
teoee Empire. We have had three Australian shown that they were without exception 
— contingents. We have had thecontribu- due to unforeseen circumstances which 
hy tion of His Majesty's ship “Protector.” could not have been contemplated at the 
the and two other Australian contingents time when the original Estimates. or 
lace from New South Wales and Victoria. both when the additional Estimates, were 
elve taking part in the advance on Peking: presented to the House. 1 should not 
to and we have but one testimony. hoth like to take upon inyselt to say that there 
tor from the naval and military officers is no possibility that unforeseen cireum- 
nit concerned, as to the effective service stances will not arise during the year to 
IMs, rendered by these men and the excellent entail an equivalent Estimate. [ think 
ina, behaviour of the men. I confess [ hon. Members will agree that it is fair to 
the permut myself to hope that this remark compare the original and additional 
it is able precedent, which has been set) Estimate of last vear with the Estimate | 
rord almost on the dav of the birth of the am now submitting to the House. and 
am erent Commonwealth of Australia. may from those figures we get this increase of 
OUSEe at some no distant day be imitated £2.185.776. 
“ys with advantage to the Empire by the The House will want some explanation 
hich equally great Dominion of Canada. of this very large increase in the Estimate. 
a Passing from this very briet illustration The House will want to know, when they 
bei of the power of the Navy to render those are consenting to vote over £2.000,000 
und services which we rely on it to render in increase, whether all this money is being 
the case of emergency, 1 come to what is expended for the one purpose in which 
a strictly my business, the exposition of it is interested, namely, the effective 
tink the financial aspect of the naval expendi- strengthening of the Navy. I believe 
gs ture during the coming year. The sum that | can give that assurance to the 
on which the House of Commons is asked House. A portion of the increase, of 
pose to vote is unprecedented ; it is larger, course, cannot be classed under the head 
emer | believe, than any sum which it ofan effecting increase for the strengthen- 
a has ever been asked to vote to the service ing of the Navy. as there was an increase 
3 all of the Fleet : but I think I shall be able in prices. There was a large increase in 
a to give good reasons why Parliament the price of coal last year, which was met 
so should assent to that expenditure. The by a Supplementary Estimate. There 
ov total expenditure which the House is was a certain increase in the price of 
ally asked to vote is £30,875,676, as com- stores and clothing which also went to 
Link pared with £27,522,600 in the past year. the Supplementary Estimate ; but [ am 
apie But, in order to make that statement of happy to say that, unless our anticipa- 
es figures absolutely fair, it is necessary to tions prove incorrect, these items will be 
— add on to the expenditure of last year substantially diminished during the 
eS the additional Estimate which was asked forthcoming year. Additional expendi- 
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ture without additional advantage to the 
Navy will be diminished in the year to 
come. There may be, no doubt, a 
certain amount of increase owing to the 
continuance of the war in South Africa, 
and there may be items owing to the 
disturbed state of things in China which 
we are not able to foresee ; but whatever 
is spent on these heads I cannot pretend 
is an effective addition to the resources 
of the Navy. Setting aside all these 
matters, there is a large remaining addi- 
tion which I believe will be expended 
in making the Navy stronger next year 
than it was last vear. 

There is an addition to the vote for 
personnel, the men, and officers of the 
Navy, of £253,000. There is an addition 
to the other two important Votes which 
appear in the Estimates— Votes 8 and 9 

which are concerned with the con- 
struction of ships and with the guns of 
the Navy—which amounts to £1,274,000 
and £161,000 respectively, or, roughly 
speaking, a total of £1,436,000. I con- 
tend that an addition of £233,000 for 
personnel is a pure addition to the strength 
of the Navy. There is, in addition to this, 
another sum with reference to which I do 
not propose to trouble the House. That is 
the addition which will, | hope, be made 
under the head of the Works Loan Bill of 
the Navy. That is a matter which my 
hon. friend the Civil Lord will deal with 
at a later stage ; but I think he will be 
able to assure the House that. whatever 
the amount of the addition which he 
may have to disclose, all of it will be spent 
on increasing what I may call the plant 
of the Navy. Now, I should like to 
speak first with regard to the personnel 
ot the Navy. The increase proposed for 
personnel in the Estimate includes an 
inerease of 287 officers, 1,150 seamen, 
1.000 Marines, 500° stokers, 100. elec- 
tricians. and one or two other small 
additions. There have been also other 
additions to the Reserves. But what 
| desire to speak of at a little more 
length, and what the House will 
desire to know betore | go into the small 
amount of detail into which I propose to 
go, is the net result upon the total avail- 
able resources of men available for man- 
ning the Fleet in case of war, because here 
we come in contact with the root fact of 
the situation—the position of the Navy 
in the event of war. We shall have, we 
Mr. y Lrnold- Fu ster. 
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hope, 118,625 men upon the active list of 
the Navy. We shall have 28.650 men 
in the Royal Naval Reserve. and we shall 
have, if our anticipations are fulfilled, 
during the financial year, 7,300 men of 
the Royal Fleet Reserve, or a total of 
154.575 men available for manning the 


Fleet < 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) : Exclu 
sive of the Seamen’s Pensioners Reserve ! 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
number of seamen pensioners at  pre- 
10,000 men. We offer to all 
those men who are eligible the oppor- 
Roval Fleet 
Reserve and an opportunity of entering 
the Royal Naval 
reason to believe that, excluding those 


sent is 


tunity of entering the 


Reserve. We have 


who on account of age are not eligible. 
there will be an entry of something 
like 5,000 out of those 10,000) men 
Royal Fleet Reserve. The 


5.000 men will remain as 


into the 
remaining 
they are now, classed as 
sioners ; and I hope they will be able in 
an emergency to render veluable service. 
But IT have not taken this residue into 
account in computing what [ consider 
to be the effective number of men tor the 
service of the Fleet in time of war. The 
hon. Member will understand that | have 
not counted anybody twice. On the 
other hand, I have omitted to count 
the 5.000 seamen pensioners. | am 
glad that the First Lord and_ the 
Board of Admiralty have decided to 
make this attempt to raise the Royal 
Fleet Reserve. I entertain a personal 
opinion, which I believe is shared hy 
others. that it isa heavy tax on this or on 
any other country to maintain 112,000 
men on the active list for service in the 
Fleet. It is difficult to train them and to 
employ them in time of peace ; but. on 
the other hand, every naval officer knows, 
and everyone interested in the service 
knows. that the value of trained men in 
time of war cannot be exaggerated. 


seamen pen- 


We are confronted by two alternatives: 
whether we shall go on adding indefi- 
nitely to this great burden—and it is a 
great burden—or whether we shall seek 
to obtain from some other source an 
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addition to that force eligible for service 
in time of war which shall have the same 
qualities as the trained men we have 
under the present system. I believe 
it will be found that in the Royal Fleet 
Reserve which it is now proposed to 
establish we shall have at any rate a 
partial solution of that somewhat difficult 
problem. 

There are inany hon. Members who 
are interested in another branch of 
the Reserve, and that is the Royal Naval 
Reserve. which now stands at 28.650 
men. In the First Lord’s statement it is 
recited that there has been a difficulty in 
recruiting for the Royal Naval Reserve 
up to the full strength which we desire it 
to attain, and that the proposals which 
were made not long ago in the House for 
improving the efficiency of the Royal 
Naval Reserve have not proved as satis- 
factory in their working as we desired. 
It has been found that the conditions 
which were imposed on the Royal Naval 
teserve were too onerous. or, put in 
another way. they were not sufficiently 
attractive to bring men into the Naval 
Reserve to the extent we desired. The 
Admiralty has reckoned with that fact. 
and they have immediately taken steps 
to remedy the state of things they deplore. 
The terms offered to the seamen of the 
Royal Naval Reserve have been modified. 
Underthe old regime they were conditions 
which did not prove satisfactory to the 
men. The pay of Is. 3d. a day was, | 
think. considered insufficient in itself for 
men who were asked to vacate their 
ordinary vocations for a period of six 
months. ‘The six months training at 
sea was regarded as too long by the men, 
and I am informed that the withdrawal of 
the gratuity of 10s. a month paid to the 
men of the Royal Naval Reserve under 
the old system operated adversely to the 
force. The fifteen months compulsory 
service at sea was not regarded with 
favour—the fifteen months, I mean, 
which entitled them to qualify for the full 
pension under the old system. All these 
facts have been carefully considered by the 
Admiral Superintendent and the Board 
of Admiralty. Steps have been taken 
which I think the Admiralty are right 
in believing will remedy the difficulty. 
The sea service of the Royal Naval Re- 
serve has been reduced trom six months to 
three months. and the total sea service 
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from fifteen months to nine months. 
The gratuity of the men serving is at the 
rate of 20s. per month for each of the 
three months served, with a further era- 
tuity of 40s. at the end of the period, or a 
total sum of £5. 1 expect that my hon. 
and gallant friends who criticise the pro- 
posal will say that the reduction of the 
period of training at sea from six to three 
months is madvisable, but we ask them 
to reconsider that opinion, because in the 
opinion of the ost competent officers of 
the Fleet that will not be so. Under the 
old system many men were called upon to 
serve in ordinary seagoing ships of the 
Navy. and the eomplaint was made, 
whether justified or not I do not say, 
that the duties which the men were called 
upon to pertorm were neither interesting 
nor dignified in their character, and were 
not such as to encourage men to undergo 
thein voluntarily. It is now proposed 
to put the whole of the Royal Naval 
Reserve men who come up for their 
period of three months training under 
the direct control of the Admiral Superin- 
tendent of the Naval Reserve. who will 
embark them im coastguard ships, giving 
them during the three months training 
the full course of which that period 
allows. and who will demand from them 
that which | believe they will be pertectly 
willing to give—the performance of the 
ordinary routine of —bluejackets’ life, 
and that efficiency which they are re- 
quired to furnish for the service of the 
country. By this means we believe the 
efficiency of the Royal Naval Reserve will 
be restored and its numbers raised. 

With regard to the Royal Fleet Re- 
serve, | think in one respect it is 
an absolutely new departure. The 
Royal Fleet Reserve is to be composed 
entirely of trained men. At the 
commencement we are to draw it 
from two sources. There is the Nea- 
men Pensioners Reserve, which is com- 
posed of men who have served their 
apprenticeship in the Navy and who are 
now in receipt of pensions, and are under 
the liability to serve in case of war. We 
offer to such of these men as are eligible 
the opportunity of entering the Fleet 
Reserve. If they do so, they will un- 
doubtedly receive advantages which they 
have not received while members of the 
Reserve in receipt of pensions. Their 
period of drill will be reduced from two 
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weeks to one week; they will have a 
gratuitous issue of clothing, or in lieu 
of that a sum of 10s., and they will have 
the higher rate of continuous service pay 
as opposed to non-continuous service 


pay. But we do not depend on the 
seamen pensioners for manning the 
Fleet Reserve; we rely on taking a 


certain number of that Reserve, and ior 
the future we shall ask all seamen pen- 
sloners to enter the Fleet Reserve. We 
shall make it compulsory upon them to 
enter the Fleet Reserve. We throw 
open this opportunity to all seamen 
who have served twelve vears, and to those 
who have served for a lesser period and 
who have left the Navy with a good 
character and have received a recom- 
mendation trom the commander -iIn- 
chief of the station. We reckon that 
during the present year we shall bring 
up the total of these two classes to 7,000, 
and that eventually we shall raise the 
number of class “ B.” that is to say the 
number exclusive of seamen pen- 
sioners, to 15,000. I want the House 
to understand that all these men will be 
exceedingly valuable to the Navy, for 
all will have gone through a tull proba- 
tion ot a long period on ships at sea 
during their lives. I venture to make 
this remark. Suppose this country is 
in difticulties and dangers and in the 
competition oi preparatior for eventu- 
alities | think we overrate the 
advantage which is given us by the pos- 
amount ot trained 


cannot 


session Of a 


material. 


great 


*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
And what about the engineers and 


stokers in the service ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I know 
the hon. Member's interest in that sub- 
ject, but he must allow me to deal with 
it later on. I am now dealing with the 
Fleet Reserve. 
any man acquainted with naval matters 
will admit that the difference between 
atrainedand untrained crew is enormous, 
and it will be invaluable to the Navy 
if we can add 15,000 trained men as we 


I think any seaman and 


propose. 
While I am dealing with the personnel, 


let me mention certain other arrange- | 


Mr. Arnold-Forsicr 


{COMMON} 
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ments. Questions have been asked on 
various occasions in regard to warrant 
officers, and I mention these in passing, 
for | know questions will be asked as to 
whether anything has been done in re- 
demption of pledges frequently given. 
To such I have to say that the subject 
has received the very careful considera- 
tion of the Admiralty and that a Com- 
mittee has been appointed, which Com- 
mittee will, I hope, shortly report on 
the whole question of the Naval Ordnance 
Store Department, and | hope as thi 
result of the labours of that Committe: 
that opportunity will be presented to us 
for giving further employment to war- 
rant otheers, whose claims have so otten 
been advocated nthe House of Commons 
There is another matter mentioned in 
the First Lord’s statement—and I only 
mention this 
of the progress made on the scientific 
side of organisation in the Fleet—is that 
of the rating of electricians. This is a 
new rating, on which I hope we shall 
maintain 100 in the present year and 
100 subsequently. The 
velopment in the electrical department 
of a ship has necessitated this outside 
rating. These men will pass through 
examination into the Navy and_ will 
form, | hope, a valuable contribution 
to the staff of torpedo lieutenants in 
ships. 


in passing as emblematic 


enormous de- 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire. Shipley) asked if they would be 
rated as engineers or as executive officers. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : They will 
chief 

torpedo 
with the 
gear they 
ships. l 


thought the hon. Member was going to 


be rated as officers and 
petty 


lieutenants. in 


petty 
officers. assistants to 
connection 
large amount of electrical 
have to superintend — on 
ask me about engineers. I am 
that the whole question of the position 
of engineers in the Navy has attracted 
the serious attention of Members of the 
House. and none more than of the hon. 
Member for Shipley, and perhaps those 
hon. Members will not take it amiss of 
me if I ask leave not to go into this 
matter at length to-night. The hon. 
Member and others know what has been 


aware 
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done for engineers in the present year, 
and [am aware that what has been done 
has not given entire satisfaction to en- 
cineers in the Navy and those who claim 
to be their representatives. But the 
subject is much too wide and much too 
important for me to attempt to deal 
with it on an oceasion like this. It will 
be raised at a later stage of the Navy 
Estimates, and [ feel that | should be 
wasting time if | endeavoured to deal 
with it at the present time in the manner 
hon. Members interested would wish me 
to deal with it. Lo will only say this. 
The question of dealing with the 
position of engineers in’ the Navy is 
avery difficult one. L have done my 
best to make myself — personally 
acquainted with it. The difficulties we 
have telt, however, are not peculiar to 
ou own Navy; they have been ex- 
prienced in all the European navies and 
in the United States; and if we are 
cautious in dealing with the matter, and 
it | hesitate to pronounce an opinion on 
it, | hope that hon. Members will not 
charge me with being recaleitrant. The 
ditticulty which we feel has been, and is, 
felt by others. 

There remains one matter of great 
interest to the House in connection with 
the personnel, and a statement has been 
made in the House, whieh. if carried into 
effect, would largely touch the question 
of the personnel of the Navy, and that is 
the question of furnishing protection for 
coaling stations. This matter has been 
mentioned by my right hon. friend the 
Secretary of State for War, and my right 
hon. friend has stated that in his per- 
sonal view it is desirable that the Navy 
should undertake to find the men for 
garrisoning certain coaling stations. — | 
think he made it clear to the House. and, 
it he did not. | desire to do so, that the 
view expressed by the Secretary of State 
was, to a certain extent, a personal view. 
The view expressed by a Secretary of 
State for War is, of course, of very great 
weight, but it is also fair to state. as he 
suid, that this matter has yet to receive 
the careful consideration of the Admi- 
ralty authorities. The Board of Admi- 
ralty is most anxious in this, as in all 
other matters, to co-operate with every 
other department for the service of our 
country, but they feel entitled and, 
indeed, bound to consider whether they 

VOL. XCTI, [FOURTH SERIEs. | 
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can effectively contribute to the service of 
the country in this particular manner. 
| know I am correct in stating that the 
Lords of the Admiralty have not up to 
the present moment been able to examine 
with the minuteness so important a 
project deserves the whole of the bear- 
ings of this very grave proposition. It 
will be the duty of the Admiralty to 
review the subject in all its bearings, and 
| hope the House will accept my promise 
that when it is so reviewed they will be 
informed of the result: but [ask them 
not to anticipate the view of the Admi- 
ralty at the present stage. 

! piss from the question of personnel 
with a few remarks upon a subject in 
which my hon. friend the Member for 
Yarmouth and others take great 
interest—the training of ofticers. The 
Admiralty have laid on the Table’ a 
Report with regard to the training 
of executive officers, which. no doubt, 
will be discussed at the proper time. — | 
helieve it to be a bond fide contribution 
towards the solution of a very difficult 
question, and L believe it will greatly 
relieve the situation. [do not pretend that 
it goes over the whole subject ; it does 
not touch the age of the entrance of 
cadets to the * Britannia,” or the education 
to be given to lieutenants in the second 
course at Greenwich. It does not throw 
any light on a matter which has received 
the earnest consideration of the Admi- 
ralty. the matter of the preseribed course 
of the torpedo and gunnery lieutenants 
at Greenwich. It has been suggested 
that the time there is too great, that 
some ot the subjects are too complex and 
too little connected with the service of the 
Navy at sea, and that the whole eurri- 
culum might be amended with advantage. 
[ shall have something to say when that 
question is raised, but | wish the House 
to understand that the Report does not 
represent the whole of the consideration 
which has been given to it by the Admi- 
ralty, and when the question is raised ] 
shall be prepared to state the views of the 
Admiralty in regard to every aspect of the 
matter. 

Passing now from the question of per- 
sonnel to that of matériel, L must men- 
tion Vote 9. the vote for guns and projec- 
tiles, on which an increase of £161,000 
is asked for. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Forest of Dean 

M 
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has sometimes criticised, with the great 
knowledge he the quality 
of our guns, and other hon. Members 
have criticised with absolute justice 
the delays in the delivery of our guns. 
I am glad to say those difficulties have 
passed away. We have caught up in the 
matter of guns. and delivery is now taking 
place with absolute regularity, and the 
quality of the guns is, | believe, all that 
could be desired. The new 7°5 gun 
referred to in the First Lord’s statement 
is equal, if not superior, in ballistic power 
and general efficiency to similar guns of 
Last year we asked 


} IOSSESSCS, 


any foreign Power. 
for an additional sum for armour-piercing 
projectiles. I believe I can tell the House 
that that money is well spent. that these 
armour-piercing projectiles are absolutely 
essential to the efficiency of the Fleet, and 
that we are now ina fair way. tor the first 
time, of supplying the Fleet with a full 
and adequate supply of these projectiles, 
without which no Admiralty would like, 
under present circumstances, to send the 
Fleet into action. The question of a 
new powder a very important question 

is under the consideration of the Ex- 
plosives Committee, and we hope that a 
decision will be arrived at at a very early 
date. We hope and believe that that 
decision will enable us to furnish tor our 
magazines a powder which, while it will 
be equal, if not superior, to the cordite 
now in use, will be less destructive than 
that powder now is of the tubes of the 
guns in which it is used. Perhaps | 
may mention at this stage that the 
system of gunnery training has been 


very largely improved, and that we 
are making arrangements by which 
the amount of ammunition at the 


disposal of officers commanding all 
ships, and gunnery training ships espe- 
cially, will be largely increased. We are 
directing our efforts towards forming a 
school of gunnery at sea, while doing 
nothing to detract from the high state 
of efficiency of the gunnery training 
ships “* Whale Island ~ and ** Excellent,” 
and the “ Cambridge ~ at home; and we 
have introduced a system of encourage 
ment and rewards, guided by selection, 
for those men who are competent to aim 
a gun—a very rare and very precious 
aceormplishment--and we believe it will 
be of inestimable value to the Fleet in 
time of war. 


Mr. Arnald-Forster. 
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We have asked the House to sanction 
considerable expenditure for anchors 
and moorings in connection with the 
new harbours for which you are asked to 
vote money, and fer part of which you 
have already voted money. We are 
taking steps to do what is a most impor- 
tant thing—that is, to render the coaling 
arrangements for the Fleet, not only at 
home stations but throughout the world, 
adequate to the growing needs of our 


Navy. [come now to a matter which is 
also of great interest. [| refer to the 
question of construction. But before ] 


enter upon this subject I should like to 
make an announcement which, L think, 
will be of interest to hon. Mem- 
hers of this House. We have year by 
year heard attaeks made, which Tam 
not prepared to say were wholly unjusti- 
tiable, on the arming of ships with muzzle- 
loading guns——a class of gun which, hon. 
Members know, has long ceased to rank, 
to put it mildly, in the first place among 
the navies of the world. There is a 
Return associated with the name of my 
right hon. friend the Member for the 
Forest of Dean of ships of this and of 
foreign countries, and | think it will 
be some consolation not only to him, but 
to others, to know that from that Return 
there have been struck off the list of 
so-called effective ships of the Navy, no 
less thansixteen vessels—the “Triumph, ’ 
the “ Invincible,” the ** Audacious,” the 
‘ Northumberland,” the ‘* Agincourt,” 


some 


the ‘Achilles,’ the ‘ Minotaur,” the 
* Black Prince,” the ‘ Warrior,” the 
* Belleisle,”” the “ Hydra,” the “ Nep- 
tune,” the “Swittsure,’ the “ Tron 


Duke,” the * Nelson,” and the * North- 
ampton.”” Some ships partly armed 
with muzzle-loading guns remain on 
the list, and must remain until we 
have effective additions to the Navy 
List. | may mention the case of the 
* Alexandra,” which carries twelve 
6-inch breech-loading guns, as well as 
twelve very heavy muzzle-loading guns, 
and it will be realised that there are con- 
ditions in which this ship might be 
utilised and wight be a formidable 
addition to any squadron to which she 
was attached. 

I now come to the question of con- 
struction. We are asking for a Vote ot 
au sum of over nine millions sterling, the 
largest sum that has ever yet been asked 
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for construction in the Royal Navy. [An 
Hon. Memper: New construction !| | 


am speaking of ships which are under 


construction and ships which are pro- 
posed to be commenced. Both come 
technically under the head of new con- 
struction. We have now built or com 
menced since a period which is well 
within the recollection otf hon. Members 
--that is to say, the completion of the 
class of ship of which the “ Majestic” 
was a type-—we have completed or com 
menced, orasked aut hority fo commence, 


twenty-three battleships. Of these 


five--the ‘* Canopus, the “Glory, 
the “‘ Albion,’ the ‘Goliath,’ and 
the * Qeean “——are now completed. 


Others are in various stages of com- 
pletion, and we are asking authority 
to commence three more battleships, for 
which the design is not yet settled. 
As to cruisers, since the completion of the 
“ Diadem ” class we have asked authority 
to commence thirty. Of these a large 
majority are of the armoured cruiser 
elass——a vessel which is very greatly re 
quired in the Royal Navy at the present 
time. One of these, the “ Cressy,” is 
already completed, and a large number 
of them are in an advanced stage of 
building, and, we hope, will be available 
for service to the Navy at an early date. 
But when I speak of construction, I pic 
ture to myself what is the reflection which 
is in the mind of almost every hon. Mem- 
ber who hears me. They will say 

“What about delay in the construc 
tion?’ | want to say a word which, | 
think, will make it easier to discuss this 
question at a later stage. These delay= 
are, of course, owing to very various 
causes. I believe Lam justified in stating 
that the causes which have been respon 
sible for these delays have diminished, are 
diminishing, and will pass away alto 
gether. Of course, one of the greatest 
causes of delay was the delay in the supply 
of armour. I have taken great pains to 
inform myself as to who was responsible 
for the delay in the supply of the armour. 
I believe that the answer to that problem 
is this--that the great change in the 
form of the armour used is the real 


reason for the delay in completion. The 
whole method of making armour 


was revolutionised when first Harveyised 
plates, and, secondly, the Krupp system, 


into the Navy. In 


was introduced 
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order to produce that kind of armour 
the whole plant of the armour-makers 
had practically to be reconstructed, and 
that work took time. It has been said 
that if the Admiralty had been awake, if 
they had given a pledge to the makers of 
armour that they would take so much 
armour trom them in any particular year, 
they would have had the armour at an 
earlier date. | do not think that is the 
fact. It is not in the power of the 
Admiralty without legislation by this 
House to give any pledge of tlie kind. But 
an equivalent pledge was given whena 
large programme of armed battleships 
and armed cruisers was announced, and it 
had the etfect that the Admiralty thought 
it would have. These great armour-plate 
manufacturers accepted that pledge, and 
have expended enormous sums of money. 
| know of two firms each of which has 
expended a million sterling in adding to 
their plant for the construction of 
armour, and now, for the first time, we 
get the result in an enormously increased 
output. Lhave been down to see this 
armour as it has been delivered, and 
the House may take it from me that we 
are going to get a delivery of armour 
during the next year such as has never 
been paralleled during the last six or 
seven years. 

In regard to the question of machinery, 
there has been undoubtedly a great deal 
of delay which has hampered the com- 
pletion of the ships. With knowledge 
which | did not before possess, | 
repeat what has been said by those 
who have spoken before me, that a large 
part of that delay is still due to the 
engineers’ strike. That may appear to 
he a tar-fetched cause, but i come face 
to face with this fact. The whole of the 
ships of the * Diadem” class were ordered 
prior to that strike, and they were com- 
pleted prior to the contract time. Then 
supervened the engineers’ strike, and 
from that time not one single ship has 
heen completed within the contract time. 
Po think Foam justified in connecting 
these two circumstances—and the evi- 
dence | recelve enables me to connect 
them as a logical consequence—and to 
say that delay has resulted from 
the engineers’ strike, which affected not 
only the output but the whole of the 
machinery supplied by the contractors 
for the production of the articles which 
M 2 
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we required. I do not intend to dilate 
upon this question. What 1 want to 
say now is that we are all agreed that 
this question of arrears is deplorable. 
There have arrears ; there are 
arrears. We have not built ships as 
quickly as we haye wanted them built. 
But the amount of the delay is perhaps 
exaggerated. The arrears have not been 
anything approaching what we have 
been led to suppose by the criticisms 
in the press. | have particulars of the 
rate of building in all the great countries 
of Europe, and in the United States, 
and I find that we still hold our pre 
eminence in the matter of rapidity in 
the building of our ships, though we 
have not gone back to that happy state 
when we built the * Royal Sovereign.” 
The * Canopus,” the Goliath,” and the 
* Ocean ” il 


been 


have been built and 
pleted in two years and elev: 
three years, and three years respectively, 
while Russian ships have taken eight 
vears, or SIX months. 
In France the “St. has taken 
five vears and five months and the 
* Gaulois ” three vears and nine months. 
The only Power that has approached 
us has been Germany. | An Hox. Men- 
BER: Japan.| That is another matter. 
They were ships built in this country. 
What | want to point out is this, that 
if there has been delay in construction 
it has not been quite as serious as some 
hon. Members would have US Suppose. 
But | admit frankly that there have 
been arrears; they are deplorable and 
ought to cease. | believe the Admiralty 
have taken steps in regard tothis matter 
which will commend themselves to the 
House. The First Lord has appointed 
a Committee, of which I happen to be 
a member. Another member of that 
Committee is the Controller of the Navy, 
an officer who has a long and ample ex 
perience of everything that appertains to 
the ship construction of the Navy. But 
we have added to that Committee two 
gentlemen whose names are very fanuliar 
to this House—the hon. Member for 
Maidstone and Sir Thomas Sutherland. 
By selecting two shipowners accustomed 
to order their own ships. and 
them. we 


coni- 


n months. 


‘ nmr ho 
years and thre 


Louis ” 


to get 


have nade the hest 


selection we could. 1 am anxious 
that the real facts of the case should 
be ascertained, and that we should 


Mr. Arnold-Forster 
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get at the bottom of the question of 
whether everything has been done 
which might have been done by the 
Admiralty with regard to the building 
of ships. Lam bound to say, on behalf 
of the Department IL am 
with, that IL do not 
shall tind, and, as far as our researches 
have found, that 
there have been much more than natural 
causes at work, and that, although the 
procedure of the Admiralty has ocea- 
sionally gone hardly with certain firms, 
whose whole effort has not been devoted 
to building for the Admiralty, in the 
majority of cases the arrangements ot 
the Admiralty have been found reason 
workable, and the difficulties 
which have supervened have been ditti- 
culties due to circumstances outside the 
Admiralty or the econ 
If that be not so, we are in 
the way to find out the facts. We have 
invited the representatives of all the 
firms to come and_ state their 
own cases and give their evidence frankly 
and openly. 

Having got over, as far as we can, the 


associated 
believe we 


gone, we have not 


able an 


control of the 


ractors. 


great 


question of arrears, we are venturing 
upon a new programme. We propose 
to commence during the coming year 
three battleships, six first-class armoured 
cruisers, two third-class armoured 
cruisers, ten destroyers, five torpedo- 
boats, two sloops, and five submarine 
vessels. I will not say much about 
submarine vessels, but | will say that I 
am glad that the Admiralty, under 
the advice of Lord Goschen, took the 
view that it was wise not to be found 
unprepared in regard to this matter. 
We have a great amount of information 
about these boats, but we do not attach 
an exaggerated value to It. 3ut we 
believe that an ounce of practice is worth 
a ton of theory, and that when we get 
officers and these 
they will Jearn more from them than 
from many reports which come from 
foreign countries. One thing stands be 
tween the submarine boat and efficiency, 
and that is the motor by which it is pro 
pelled. But there is no disguising the 
fact that it vou can add speed to the 
other qualities of the submarine boat, 


men to see boats 


it might, in certain cireumstances, be- 
come a very formidable vessel. We are 
comforted by the judgment of the United 
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States and Germany, which is hostile 
to these inventions, which | confess | 
desire shall never prosper. But we can- 
not regard our position as the same 
as that of other nations. The United 
States to-morrow. if a perfect submarine 
were invented, would only have more 
secure protection for their harbours. 
In Germany the harbours are no doubt 
carefully protected now. But we live in 
the narrow waters of the Channel, and 
our problem is not precisely that of any 
other nation, and | am glad that Lord 
(Groschen did give this instruction to the 
Board which has now borne fruit in 
this determination to put this experiment 
into execution and we shall see the 
result of it during the next financial year. 

Now | come to the last point—that of 
boilers, which has very justly and rightly 
been agitating the minds of many out- 
side as well as inside the House, The 
facts have already been revealed in the 
Memorandum presented to this House 
in the Report of the Boilers Committee. 
| believe the House has but one view 
un the boiler question—that is, that the 
only solution which will be satisfactory 
is that which will give an absolutely 
secure boiler to His Majesty's leet, and 
they will not be content with anything 


less. 1 think we must consider for a 
moment what the situation is. There 
have been MLV complaints, in this 


House and outside, against the Belleville 
boiler. I saw the very first Belleville 
boiler which was placed in a French 
ship of war, and | have followed the 
question with no less interest than the 
hon. Member opposite ever since they 
have been introduced into the British 
Navy. | do not desire to blame those 
responsible tor the introduction of these 
boilers into Navy. lL believe it 
would be disastrous to penalise any 
officer for venturing to accept re 
sponsibility. In justification of those 
responsible |] will say that a Com- 
mittee, of which the competence is 
acknowledged. has endorsed their con- 
clusion that the water-tube boiler should 
beintroduced in ships of war. And this is 
hot only the conclusion of this Com- 
mittee, but of every advisory board ot 
every Admiralty in Europe, Asia, and 
America. Therefore, I am not going to 


our 


take upon myself to lay any blame 
upon those who introduced the water. 


his Maren 1901! 
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tube boiler. Many hon. Members were 
of opinion that the trials which had 
taken place were not adequate or satis- 
factory. We are all acquainted with the 
history of the question, and of the ex- 
pression of opinion inside and outside 
this House. We know that, to the 
great satisfaction of Parliament, Mr. 
Goschen consented to appoint a Com- 
mittee to inquire into the whole ques- 
tion. This Committee has issued an ad 
interim Report, which unequivocally 
condemns the Belleville boiler and says it 
was not the best. This places the 
Admiralty in a very peculiar position, 
for, while the Committee has con- 
demned the Belleville boiler, it has 
added two recommendations which are 


entitled to equal weight. It is said 
that water-tube boilers are essential, 
that there are boilers other than the 


Belleville which might with advantage 
be used, but the Committee has 
not reported in favour of any of them. 
Indeed. up to the present moment 
the Committee has not had an oppor- 
tunity of conducting experiments which 
would enable it to pronounce an opinion 
with regard to any one of these boilers. 
It is absolutely imperative that the 
Navy should be augmented and that the 
ships should not be delayed. The First 
Lord has done what was obviously a 
wise thing to do. He has stopped the 
construction of new ships for which 
boilers have not been constructed, and he 
has ordered an inquiry as to whether 
any other ships can be arrested with 
regard to their boilers the future type 
of whichis not yet settled. Experiments 
are to be made with regard to the boiler 
which should be used in lieu of the 
Belleville boiler, and those experiments 
will be pressed forward with the greatest 
possible rapidity. But in the opinion 
of the Admiralty it would be wrong to 
allow any delay in the completion ot 
these ships to occur if such delay merely 
depended on a long series of experiments. 
There are two types of boilers which 
have already received the imprimatur 
of the German and the United States 
Admiralties respectively, and one of which 
has received, in addition, the favourable 
opinion of our own Admiralty ; 1 reier 
to the Babcock and Wilcox boiler. This 
boiler has been adopted in the United 
States Navy, and it has the advantage 
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of having been successfully tried in a: difficulties which are attributed to the 
large number of ships of the mercantile manipulation of the Belleville boiler 


marine. So we are not without data to 
go upon in introducing these boilers 


into the ships of the Navy. I have 
been to sea with these boilers. I have 
my own view of their merits. But it 


would be unfortunate if the House of 
Commons y ere to receive the impression 
fro; me tha these boilers are what the 
hon. Member for Gateshead described 
them to be. The Report of the Com- 
mittee is to this effect~-that this is not 
the best type of boiler for His Majesty's 
ships; but they do not report that ‘it is 
murder to send men into the stokehold, ” 
or that the boilers ‘are so much serap- 
iron” ; and when I heard it stated that 
one of His Majesty’s ships was drifting 
round a buoy in the East Indies, 
and I see reports from the command- 
ing officer and the engineers of this 
very ship stating that there is abso- 
lutely nothing to complain of in the 
working of her boilers, that she has 
made under ordinary conditions and 
with bad coal a speed of 19°5 knots, 
and that she is just leaving for the 
Persian Gulf, the exaggeration does 
appear to me so gross that it is necessary 
to guard against the danger that might 
arise if we were to uccept the whole 
of the views of the hon. Member for 
Gateshead. There are ships 
of all kinds—-battleships, cruisers, 
and mercantile ships—running every 
day and all day with these boilers——scores 
of ships running in European waters. 


scores ot 


Mr. WILLIAM 


ships ! 


ALLAN: Merchant 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 
chant ships. 


Yes, mei 
Great Japanese battleships 
to the East. and battle 


ships of our own have only within the 


have been out 


last few days made runs with these 
boilers, which have given the greatest 
satistaction. 

believe, with 
that they have defects which are not 
equally common to all other boilers, and 
we must be very careful that we do not 
get another boiler which has the same 
defects and disadvantages. The House 
must not, however, believe that all the 
Mr, Arunold-Forster. 


| have always held, and do 


regard to these boilers, 


are peculiar to that builer, for some of 
them are common to other boilers. [| 
have said this in order to justify the 
position of the Admiralty. The position 
is this. They accept frankly and freely 
the Report of the Committee, and 
they intend to make the change the 
Comunittee has recommended. Moreover, 
they intend to take it retrospective, 
as far as it possibly can be without 
delaying the completion of His Majesty's 
ships. Hf it is found that 
other boiler so manifestly superior to 
the Belleville boiler, it is still open to 
the Admiralty to put it into other ships 
in the course of time; but they will not 
be frightened into any weakening of 
His Majesty's Fleet in order to meet 
what they believe to be an exaggerated 
and faneiful view of the situation. 

L know that many of the matters I 
have referred to cursorily will come up at 
another stage, and | shall endeavour then 
to meet any criticisms that may be 
passed ; but this | do believe, that per- 
haps not those who have heard me, 
but those who have read the statement 
of the First Lord will agree that though 
there may he matters open to criticism 
and additions which commend themselves 
to hon. Members, these Navy Estimates 
for the vear 1901 are a reasonable 
and adequate compliance with the wish 
of the nation that the Navy should be 
maintained at that high standard of 
efficiency which is inseparable from 
the safety of the State. There is this 
great satisfaction about discussing any- 
thing with regard to the Royal Navy, 
that, whoever may be the exponent 
of the views of the Admiralty, though 
he has opponents to meet, and though, 
no doubt, some of those who differ from 
him are far superior to him in knowledge 
of technical matters 


there is some 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Hear, hear. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Su, 
L will gladly make an exception of the 
hon. Member for Gateshead, with regard 
to the matter I have just been dealing 
with —but | do not except him from my 
next remark, which is this, that all those 
engaged in the discussion of matters 
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connected with the Navy are as sincerely 
anxious as the Admiralty itself to make 
the Navy more efficient 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: As Lam. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is 
why I did not except you from this 
portion of my statement. We are all 
anxious to make the Navy more efficient. 
and to keep it up to the standard we all 
desire, and though we may differ we 
are all anxious for the same result. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In obedience 
to what I understand is the general 
wish of the House, to which I gladly 
accede, | now ask leave to withdraw 
the motion hefore the House. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Resolved, That this House will imme- 
diately resolve itself into the Committee 
of Supply. —(Vr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Considered in Committee : 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS REVISED SUPPLEMENTARY ESTI- 
MATE, 1900-1901. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Supplementary Sum, not. ex- 
ceeding £893,316, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March. 
1901, for the following Civil Services 
and Revenue Departments, viz. : 


CIVIL . SERVICES. 
Class V. £ 
Vote 3. Colonial Services 212.300 
Vote 2. British Protectorates — in 
Uganda, ete., 200,000 
Class VIM. 


Vote 1. Temporary Commissions 9,000 
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Class II. 


Vote 23. Stationery and Printing 110,000 
Vote 27. Secretary for Scotland, Office 
OF «2 ve 5 100 
Class UII. 
Vote 2. Miscellaneous Legal Ex- 
penses ‘i 2 400 
Class IV. 
Vote 5. Wallace Collection 3,333 
Vote 8. London University... a8 70 
Class V. 
Vote 1. Diplomatic and Consular 
Services eat 15,800 
Vote 6. Treasury Chest Fund 66.108 
Class VI. 
Vote 1. Superannuation and Retired 
Allowances a 2 10,000 
Vote 5. Savings Banks and Friendly 
Societies Deficiencies 51.758 
Class VII. 
Vote 2. Miscellaneous Expenses 4,600 
Vote 6. Local Loans Fund 4,337 
Vote 7, Duke and Duchess of Corn- 
wall and York (Visit to 
the Colonies) sug ee 20,000 
Vote 8. Funeral of Her late Majesty — 35,500 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Vote 2. Inland Revenue 20,000 
Vote 3. Post Office sa ... 130,000 
Vote 4. Post Office Packet Service... 10 
Total Civil Services and Revenue 
Departments ... £893,316 


*\Mr. LOUGH moved the reduction ot 
the item by £100. His desire in doing so 
was to ask some explanation trom the 
Colonial Secretary with regard tothe mili- 
tary operations in Ashanti, of which very 
little was known in this country. ‘Those 
military operations, we understood. were 
carried out entirely by black troops, who 
had not 
important expedition before, and were 


been employed on such an 


carried out very successfully, and he 
joined in the praise given to them for the 


) way in which they lad carried out their 
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tusk. He, however, regarded war as 
a bad business, and a_ proof of bad 


diplomatists being in power, though when 
we got into war it had to be carried 
through in a businesslike manner. The 
ue Book which had been distributed 
was almost completely filled with the 
record of military operations to which 
he desired to make no further reference. 
as his object was to consider the clauses 
which led to their being undertaken. 
Turning to the question of policy, the 
Colonial Secretary was responsible for the 
settlement of thecountryatfter themilitary 


expedition of 1896, which had led to the 


late war. A military expedition went up 
to Coomassie In 1895, and in connection 
with that expedition a great constitutional 
change took place in the government of 
Ashanti. After that expedition Ashanti 
was united with the Gold Coast ; King 
Prempeh, who was acknowledged as 
over-lord by the other native kings, was 
forcibly removed from the country, a 
British Resident was appointed, and the 
ritives were called upon to pay not only 
the cost of the expedition, but the war of 
twenty-three years when Sir 
Crarnet Wolseley seized the country, in 
the shape of an annual tribute. 


before. 


THe SECRETARY o-r STATE ror THe 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN. Bir 
mingham. W.): No, no. They 


cilled upon to pay £12,500 per annum. 


were 


*Mr. LOUGIL said that was tor the old 
war. The natives were required to pay 
a capital sum of £250,000, and they were 
also asked to pay the cost of the expedi- 
tion of 1895-6. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The hon. 
Gentleman is labouring under «a mis- 
apprehension: £12,500 was the total 


Stun they were asked for. 


*Mr. LOUGH thought that if the right 
hon. Gentleman looked into the figures 
he would find that the total amount came 
tu an annual payment of £20,000. But 
in addition to this heavy annual tribute 
on the poor natives, :.1 the gold orna- 
ments of King Prempeh and treasure 
that could be found in the country had 
been taken away. 


Mr, Lough. 


‘COMMONS! 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Some of the 

articles were plated, others were pure 
gold, but the total value was quite insig- 
nificant. They had been valued by an 
expert at £1,000. They were exhibited 
for some time in London, and afterwards 
sold. 
*Mre LOUGH said the right hon. 
Gentleman entirely failed to appreciate 
his point. The whole of the possessions 
of these untortunate savages might not 
be of any value to us. but of very great 
value to them. And if these savages 
attached some sacred or historic value to 
these articles, it might be a means ot 
conciliating them and making them con 
tent under our rule it we had to remove 
them from the country. ? 


*Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : One of the 
most valuable of the articles was the 
sword of the executioner. | do not know 
if the hon. Member wishes that to be 
returned ? 


said he undoubtedly 
wished it to be returned. ile appealed to 
the House to consider this question 
seriously. Why could not the Govern 
ment say to these people that so long 
rulers of the country 


*Mr. LOUGH 


as we remained 


their gold ornaments would — always 
be sate? This was the first step 
in i policy of — loot which had 


been pursued by the right hon. Gentle 
man from that day to this. We took 
the gold ornaments. the treasures, the 
sword of the executioner, and the king 
himself, and the result was that we dis- 
turbed twenty-five years of peace which 
had existed under our rule, and produced 
chaos and confusion in the country by 
disturbing the institutions with which 
the people were familiar. Ile implored 
the Committee to consider the results of 
the expedition in 1896. Let them take 
the results in Coomassie itself. Instead 
of being as it had been previously a 
prosperous African city, it was In a state 
of absolute desolation. By removing 
King Prempeh the Government got into 
bad relations with all the chiefs, who 
would have been able to deal with King 
Prempeh, he being able in turn to deal 
with us. We, however, took him away, 


; und dealt directly, and eventually bad 
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relations arose with all the minor kings. 
The Resident at Coomassie had un- 
limited power in the matter of fining 
these chiefs, and’ was under no obligation 
to make any return of the fines he 
exacted. That in itself was a bad system 
to encourage, and some restraint should 
be put upon it. The Resident in collect: 
ing the taxes also allowed the chiefs to 
keep LO per cent. of all the money they 


ir 
got. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The sum 
which the chief has to find is a fixed 
amount, and he is only allowed to keep 
10 per cent. of that. He would have no 
advantage in collecting a larger sum, 
because we do not ask for a larger sum, 
and should not receive it. 


*Mr. LOUGH complained of the right 
hon. Gentleman's constant interruption. 
He thought that the right hon. Gentle- 
mans points were very thin. The 
Government fixed a sum which had 
never been collected in any one year, 
and which was, in his opinion, abso- 
hitely — uncollectable. The  Govern- 
ment fixed the amount at about 300 
ounces of gold a year. He would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman, as a matter of fact. 
did the Government ever get from any 
king in one year the full amount which 
they had fixed ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The charge 
waslfixed at the time when Sir Frederick 
Ilodgson went to Coomassie. The war 
broke out immediately afterwards and 
consequently it was not collected, it is 
only now that we are going to receive it. 


*Mr. LOUGH contended that not- 
withstanding the right hon. Gentleman’s 
explanation within the maximum fixed 
the Resident is entitled to take as much 
is he could and to allow the kings to 
retain LO per cent. of whatever they 
brought in. ; 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If the hon. 
Gentleman complains of my interruptions 
and I cease to interrupt him he must not 
take it that | agree with what he says. 
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*Mr. LOUGH: I do not object to being 
interrupted if | am inaccurate. 


Supplementary Estimates, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh, it is 


all inaccurate. 


*Mre LOUGH said he challenged the 
wisdom of the Government in insisting 
upon annual payments of this kind. 
When Sir Frederick Hodgson went to 
Coomassie in 1895 he insisted that a large 
payment should be made by each king. 
He found fault with the Government 
because it had not 
lishing good relations with the subject 


succeeded in estab- 


kings. Turning now to the military 
operations of last year, he had to bring 
before the House the most 
extraordinary stories it had ever heard. 
In December, 1899, there came to 
Accra an idiot boy who said that 
he knew where the Golden Stool was, 
and that if a white officer and some 
Hausas were sent secretly with him 
he would take them to the spot. The 
Governor actually accepted the story 
of this mad boy and sent out an expedi- 
for the Golden Stool and 
the treasure concealed with it. In 
March, 1900, the Governor went up 
to Coomassie, where he had a_palaver 
with the Ashanti kings and chiefs at 
which he made a speech to them. These 
natives had tried all they could, as he 
ventured to think, to remain peacetul 
subjects of this country, but when Sir 
KF. Hodgson demanded from them this 
large tribute and the Golden Stool, 
and told them that the over-lordship of 
Prempeh would never be restored, they 
made no answer and were extremely 
dissatisfied. It was from that palaver 
that the siege of Coomassie arose and this 
dreadtul war broke out. The Hausa 
soldiers behaved most gallantly, and 
we lost 200 or 300 of them, and perhaps 
nearly 1,000 carriers. The slaughter 
umong our opponents, who it must be 
remembered were British subjects and had 
been so tor twenty-five years, was 
immense, but no attempt had been 
made to calculate it. He wanted the 
Committee to consider three points. 
First, in regard to the Golden Stool. To 
the Ashantis this was a most serious 
matter. The Golden Stool meant a 


one ot 


tion to seek 
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throne on which the king sat as the 
over-lord of all the other kings and chiefs. 


Now, why should we remove that 
Golden Stool from Ashanti? This 
war had been caused entirely — by 
the unsympathetic poliey of — the 


Colonial Office and the inability of the 
resident Governor to deal with these 
people who were struggling for an idea, 
namely, that the over-lord of the country 
should be allowed to be the means of 
communication between them and. us. 
What was wrong in that? He did not 
say anything now about King Prempeh, 
for there was another alternative, Atcheri 
Bounda, whom the Ashantis. if we 
objected to Prempeh, would accept as 
an over-lord, and who was willing to 
render homage to us. Why should we 
not accept that system of government 
under which the people were willing to 
live? He maintained that the whole 
attempt to take the Golden Stool had 
been a mistake. His next point was the 
tribute. This tribute was not for the 
purpose of governing the country, but 
for the cost of Sir Garnet Wolseley’s war 
in 1875-4. and the expedition of 1896, 
and the last war--a total of £400,000. 
It was no wonder that these natives 
were driven into revolt. We had got in 
Ashanti one of the richest gold-producing 
countries in the world, and the idea of 
making these poor people pay the cost 
of our acquiring their own country 
seemed to him one of the most iniquitous 
propositions ever made. He would leave 
the morality of the transaction aside, 
because that argument might not appeal 
to many hon. Gentlemen opposite. We 
had never got the tribute, and why 
should we continue to send costly expe- 
ditions to exact it! It was absolute 
folly to torture these poor people into 
rebellion. Another point was that during 
these four years, in which we have been 
mis-governing the country, we have 
allowed the free importation of arms 
there. [An Hon. Member: From Bir- 
mingham.| In regard to policy, then, he 
might sum ap the matter by asking five 
he would ask the Colonial Sec 
retary wh her the constitutional prin- 
ciple of a aative over-lord who would be 
an intermediary between the Ashantis 
and this country to facilitate govern- 
might not be accepted by the 
Office. 


Wy. Louyh. 


questions. 


ment 


Colonial Second, 


{COMMONS} 


| 


he asked the | 
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Colonial Secretary to promise that there 
should be no more hunts after the Golden 
Stool. that we should leave it in the 
country, and assure the Ashantis full 
protection in that and = their other 
property. Third, he would the 
Colonial Secretary to promise that the 
fines which the Residents were allowed 
to exact from the chiefs without giving 
any report to the Government of the 
Gold Coast, or to the Colonial Office, 
would be put a stop to, and that a strict 
record of the fines exacted after proper 
trial should be kept. Fourth, the total 
cost of the three wars would amount to 
£900,000. We would never recover 
that £900,000, or even the interest on it : 
it was far too large a sum, and he would 
ask that all these attempts to exact 
this money might be abandoned. 
Finally, he would ask whether some 
better means of collecting the tax 
might not be arrived at than by a 
commission of 10 per cent. on the 
amount collected. The Ashantis were 
a valiant people, with many 
qualities, their country was one of the 
richest in the world, and we should treat 
them with some sense of justice. He 
begged to move the reduction of the 
Vote by £100. 


ask 


gor id 


Whereupon Motion made, and Ques- 
tion proposed, * That item A, 1, Class 5, 
Vote 3, be reduced by £100.°-—(Mr. 
Lough. ) 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON thought his 
hon. friend was fully justified in raising 
this question, and he would like to asso- 
ciate himself in regard to what had fallen 
from him with reference to the military 
that the 
and 


essential 
rescued, 


operations. It was 


Governor should — be 
that those besieging him in Coomassie 
should be tought a lesson for the future. 
He thought the ability and _ efficiency 
with which the military operations had 
been carried out reflected great credit on 
General Nir 4}. Willeoceks and the meu of 
the West Atrean Field Force whon he 
commanded. If we were to have these 
expeditions on the West Coast of Africa it 
was satisfactory that instead of using 
white men or the West Indian reg! 
ments we should be able to fall baek 
on what was really a very efficient 
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and economical force. Some further 
explanation and defence of these two 
expeditions was demanded from the 
right hon. the Colonial Secretary, and 
some justification for the poliey which 
led to them. ‘The first did not involve 
any actual fighting, but the second, 
involving very considerable fighting and 
bloodshed, was a bolt from the blue. 
The unexpected had happened, as un 
fortunately had been too frequently the 
case in the record of the present Govern 
ment, and the Secretary of State must 
hear the responsibility for what he could 
only call a costly muddle. The reason 
given by the Governor in his despatches 
why this war suddenly broke out was. 
that there had been compulsory labour 
enforced in one of the sections, that 
various attempts had been made to re- 
cover the Golden Stool, and the imposi- 
tion of very considerable fines for past 
wars. These were all matters which had 
been the subject of negotiations for a long 
time, and the Government and Colonial 
Secretary ought to have appreciated 
their importance, and to have done some 
thing to soothe the irritation caused hy 
them. The general proposition he ven 
tured to lay down in regard to this war, 
and in regard to the wars we had had 
in every one of our colonies on the 
West Coast of Afriea during the past 
five \ears, was, that in his system of 
colonial development and extension the 
right hon. Gentleman had been too much 
in a hurry, and had been treading in 
many cases on the susceptibilities of the 
natives and interfering too rapidly with 
their customs, laws, and systems. Some 
tact, discretion, and patience was needed 
in dealing with these tribes. The right 
hon. Gentleman admitted that plea ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No. I do not. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that at 
all events his argument was that, while he 
agreed with the general view that these 
colonies must be developed, there were 
Inany ways of developing thera, and he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman had 
tended to move too quickly.  As_ re- 
garded this particular outbreak, he attri- 
buted it largely totwo causes. In 1896 an 


{18 MArcH 1901} 


expedition was sent up toCoomassie which} not the reference by him, but the right 
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did not meet with armed opposition. 
The right hon. Gentleman’s instructions 
to the Governor were that he was to see 
that King Prempeh made submission to 
the English Government and accepted an 
English Resident. Prempeh agreed to the 
Resident, and had to make submission 
in the most humiliating way. That was 
necessary under the circumstances. But 
after Prempeh had submitted, the 
Governor, acting under the direct in- 
structions of the Secretary of State, made 
further demands the immediate prs 
ment of a fine of 50,000 ounces of gold 
as an indemnity for past wars. Prempeh 
said that he had not 50,000 ounces of gold 
in his pocket But the Governor would 
not aecept that plea, and though he 
had given the King and the tribes 
no notice, he, by what seemed to them an 
act of treachery, took possession of the 
person of Prempeh and his immediate 
followers, sent them down to the coast, 
and then to Sierre Leone. where they 
were still in prison. Now. however great 
a tyrant Prempeh might have been, and 
however bad his moral qualities, at all 
events we had acknowledged him some 
years before, we had negotiated with hin, 
we had never given him notice either 
that we were going to raise this claim 
for a large sum of money, or that we 
would take him, in default, 2 political 
prisoner out of his country and never 
allow him to return to it. He main- 
tained that the Ashantis were tully justi- 
fied in thinking that we had committed 
an act of treachery, and therefore it was 
not likely that they would trust us 
again. Moreover, when Prempeh was 
taken prisoner he was promised good 
treatment. When a discussion was 
raised some little time ago on the pout 
that Prempeh was hardly receiving that 
treatment which, under the circum- 
stances, he should have got, the right hon. 
Gentleman, with a sneer, desertbed the 
King asa drunken blackguard, or words 
to that effect. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [ do net 
recognise my own words. Perhaps that 
is the interpretation of the hon. Gentle- 
man. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he had 
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hon. Gentleman spoke in such a way of 
this man as to imply that whatever his 
treatment it -was not worse than he 
deserved. It was treatment on which 
the tribes might naturally ieel sore. Then 
what happened ! ‘The Governor went up 
to Coomassie, which had been in the mean 
time fortified andarmed. He then ealled 
a palaver of the chiefs and kings of 
the neighbouring tribes and made 
them a speech, in which he said they 
must be under no misapprehension 


king ; that the Queen was now paramount 
chiet, that being the policy of the 
Government. He (the hon. Member) 
had no objection to that particular part 
ot the speech; but the Government 
went on to talk about compulsory labour 
for the service of the State, which the 
chiets did not seem to have at all appre- 
clated ; and then he raised the questign 
of the indemnity. This question had been 
raised before by the Governor, who him- 
self said that it was most distasteful to 
the chiefs, and had been received by them 
with the greatest dissatisfaction. Then 
the Governor raised the question of the 
Golden Stool,and said it must be given up 
to the Queen. That was a matter on 
which the chiefs and kings felt most 
strongly, and which most likely would 
induce them to take up arms against the 
British Government. While the Gover- 
nor was negotiating with the people in 
this way he did what. again, must have 
seemed to them almost an act of 
treachery by sending up an armed 
force to endeavour to obtain the Golden 
Stool by stealth. Under these cireum- 
stances, it seemed an extraordinary thing 
that the right hon. Gentleman should 
have sent up the Governor to make 
these extreme demands on the Ashantis 
with a totally inadequate force and with 
only one or two days preparation. He 
(the hon. Member) had endeavoured 
to show adequately the actual historical 
facts of the case; and he maintained 
that this was a most unfortunate way 
ot dealing with these tribes, who natur- 
ally did not wish to be brought under- 
British control. Surely, it would have 
heen better for the right hon. Gentleman 
to have endeavoured to gain his ends by 
tact, patience, and consideration for the 
susceptibilities of these tribes, rather 
than by armed force to the great 


Mr, Sydney Buston. 


1COMMONS! 


| questions of this kind. 
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effusion of blood, and great loss to the 
colony and to the Empire. His hon. 
friend the Member, for Islington had 
asked various questions to which he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
give adequate answers. Many very diffi 
cult matters were arising in the colonies. 
In several of his despatches, Sir F. Hodg- 
son, the Governor, mentioned as a reason 
why he was in sucha hurry that the gold 
miners were anxious to get up country ; 


;and there were other matters on which 
that Prempeh would ever be restored as | j 


there would be acute differences of opinion 
before long. If these little wars, and big 
wars too, were to be avoided in future, 
it must be by some greater desire than at 
present to respect the susceptibilities ot 
the natives. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Com- 
mittee has listened to two speeches. The 
first was trom the hon. Member tor West 
Islington, who takes, | believe, a great 
interest in this matter. He is a private 
Member who has never held any official 
position, and who may therefore easily 
fall into error, as we all do when we are 
unacquainted with the inner side of 
3ut he asks very 
fairly for information to enable him to 
forma final opinion. | respect his desire, 
and | shall endeavour to fulfil it ; and, 
although 1 do not agree with a great deal 
that he has said, Lam hopetul that 1 may 
persuade him that there are reasons 
leading to this policy of which he is 
necessarily ignorant, and which when 
he knows them may probably alter lus 
But it is quite a different thing 
with the hon. Member who has just sat 
down. He has been inside. He knows 
all the inner facts with reference to these 
Ile is, therefore, pitting one 
official policy against another, and, of 


views. 


Inutters. 


course, the issue becomes much more 


important. The hon. Member who has 
just sat down has explained that his idea 
oi colonial policy is a policy ot tact, 
patience, and discretion. He has alsu 
stated that he thinks it most undesirable 
to interfere with native customs; and 


that the system of development which is 
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now going on, although it may have 
aome advantages, nevertheless has been 
pressed with great precipitancy by the 
present occupant of the office of Colonial 
Secretary. That indicates a different 
policy, indeed ; but I do not know that 
| should describe in the terms which the 
hon. Gentleman used the poliey of my 
predecessor which he would press upon 
me. When I first came into this oftice 
| rather hoped that my action would be 
less the subject of contention than it had 
heen in the past ; that colonial questions 
would be treated as a non-party matter ; 
and that I might expect, especially as I 
desired as far as possible to continue the 
policy of the office, to have the support of 
gentlemen who in other things might be 
political opponents. But I have been 
disappointed. [have not had their 
support : and perhaps the time has now 
come when it is desirable that the issue 
should be clearly stated and the two 
policies should be presented to the House 
in all their consequences, so that the 
House may judge between them. 

What is the theory of the hon. Member 
for Poplar ? It is that all these eolonies 
were enjoying a sort of Elysian happi- 
that these natives, who, asthe hon. 
Gentleman says, have their good quali- 
tles, were engaged in peaceful, innocent 
pursuits ; that the colonies were proceed- 
ing gradually towards a higher civilisa- 
tion, and that if they had only been left 
alone no evil consequences could have 
resulted. And then upon this picture 
a baneful shadow is cast—the shadow of 
the Colonial Secretary. Everything is 
changed. War takes the place of peace 
and harmony, and the Ashanti, who was 
no doubt ploughing his furrows and 
living under his own vine and fig tree, 
is suddenly interfered with, his Golden 
Stool is taken from him. and all sorts of 
outrages are perpetrated om him in his 
domestic and political life, and his consti- 


Ness 5 


tutional customs are interfered with. 
All these things follow the terrible 


advent of the bogey-man of the colonies. 
War. the loss of life, bloodshed, and the 
|.An 


lam glad 


expenditure of treasure all follow. 
Hon. MemBer: Hear, hear. | 
| have rightly represented the opinions 
That is all 
character 


of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


a romance, and it has the 


peeuliar to romance—there is not an 


{18 Marcu 1901} 
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atom or shadow of foundation for the 
story which is related. 


What are the real faets? It is 
worth while asking, because this is 
a matter which is raised again and 
again. It was discussed in 1897, 


and now it is raised again as if it 
were a new question. ‘The 
these. Africa, as far as we were con- 
cerned with it, was some ten or twenty 
years ago a mere question ot outposts. 
We and other European nations had 
stations on the coast, and the great 
interior was left to itself. Whether the 
condition of the great interior was the 
condition depicted by the hon. Member 
for West Islington in his natural igno- 
rance of the circumstances, whether the 
tribes of Africa were engaged in constitu- 
tional disputes, is a different question, but, 


facts are 


,at all events, we had no responsibility 


for the state of affairs in the centre of 
Africa. But about that time began 
what has been called the scramble for 
frica, and that scramble was going on 
during the period when the hon. Member 
for Poplar was Under Secretary for the 
Colonies. What aetion did the Colonial 
Office take in those circumstances ! 
Their action was characterised by * tact,” 
“diseretion,” “patience,” and = “ non- 
interference” ; in other words, they did 
nothing. In the most critical stage of 
our history as an empire in Africa, the 
Colonial Oftice was silent and inept, and 
the result of that was that our colonies 
in West Africa and elsewhere were being 
surrounded and their value destroyed by 
the advance of other nations. If we re- 
mained “quiet.” * tactful” * patient,” 
and ‘ indifferent.” other nations did 
not pursue that course of — policy, 
and they pressed forward their posts, 
very often in apparent indifference to 
our previous claims. The danger Was 
serious that in a very short time we 
should find all our colonies on this coast 
enclosed and depreciated, just as our 
colony of Gambia had been many years 
ago. Well, when we came into office we 
found every important and critical ques 
tion left unsettled. Of course there was 
no war in times like that. When the 
policy is one of avoiding a war at all 
costs it is easy enough to keep the peace 
—for a time; but meanwhile you 
are losing your position. Our position 
was In danger, a nd we had to take serious 
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steps. Iam not going into details of our 
relations with foreign countries, but we 
had to raise a considerable force, the 
West African frontier foree. At that 
time we had no force whatever worth the 
name that could protect our rights and 
position in West Africa, while foreign 
countries had large forces at their dis- 
posal. We had to create a force ; and let 
me say I rejoice that hon. Members 
opposite agree with me in praise of that 
force, and of the way in which it has been 
conducted by Sir James Willcocks, who 
was senior officer under General Lugard, 
and also of the action of other native 
forees concerned in putting down the 
native rebellion. But we had to create 
this force, and the result of that was that 
we had to come to terms with foreign 
countries. We had, at the same time, to 
negotiate with Germany and France. 
We have made arrangements which have 
not excited much publie attention, but 
as to which I will only say that I think 
they were fair arrangements, in which 
we gained all, or nearly all, that we 
hoped to gain, and, perhaps, as much as 
we could expect to gain in peaceful and 
friendly negotiation with other Powers. 
We have secured, therefore, vast Hinter- 
lands for these colonies which otherwise 
would have been shut in, and which have 
now become spheres of influence or 
British protectorates. And we have no 
longer, | am happy to say, an inter- 
national question. We have settled the 
questions which the hon. Member and 
his Government left unsettled. That is 
something. I only state this to the 
Committee now to point out that as long 
as we were allowing foreign countries 
to take our territory, and to repudiate 
all obligations, it was a very simple 
matter. It did not matter what hap- 
pened in these countries. We allowed 
them to go into foreign hands, or if they 
remained independent we were not 
responsible for what happened within 
them. But the moment we had defined 
boundaries internationally agreed tpon 
Wwe entered pon a new series of obliga 
pert. 
Tam perfectly ready to agree with anyone 
who would say that it would have been 
better for other countries as well as for 
us if this scramble for Africa had been 
still further postponed. But it was not 
we who began the scramble, and we could 


Mr, J. Chamberlain. 


tions and responstbilities. For my 


{COMMONS} 
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not fail to take our part in protecting 
our interests. But from the moment 
that this new condition of things was 
established we had to deal with pro- 
tectorates and spheres of influence for 
which hitherto we had no responsibility, 
The hon. Member for Poplar complained 
of the present colonial policy because, 
forsooth, he said that we were interfering 
with the customs of the natives. What 
are the customs of the natives with 
which we are interfering? Human 
sacrifice is one, fetishism of all kinds is 
another, and slavery is another. 


Mr. LOUGH: | did not’ mention 
either of those, or blame you for them. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am = not 
now directing myself to the speech of the 
hon. Member. His time will come. The 
hon. Member tor Poplar said we had 
interfered unjustly and imprudently 
with native customs. He did not indi- 
cate the customs, of course: but the only 
customs with which we interfered were 
human sacrifice, fetishism, and slavery. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I did not 
mention any of these, and none of my 
remarks could possibly have been directed 
tothem. My argument was that with a 
little more tact, a little more patience, 
and a little more discretion, the friction 
between the natives and ourselves might 
have been solved. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Unfortu- 
nately [ have a habit of desiring to get 
to close quarters. All that the hon. 
Member says is vague. He says we 
interfered with native customs. but he 
did not specify them. | defy the hon. 
Member to find anything else with 
which we have interfered bevond human 
sacrifiee and other cruel and savage 
fetish customs and slavery. [Mr. Bux 
TON assented. | Oh, ves, the hon. Member 
agrees, but he is one of those who is con- 
tinually attacking this Government 
because we do not take sufficient steps 
to stop slavery. [ want the Committee 
to consider what that means. We have 
suddenly, by the necessity I have en- 
deavoured to explain, become responsible 
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for vast areas of country in .which -we 
now exercise protectorates and spheres of 
influence. The hon. Member and a few 
of his friends are continually pressing us 
—we do not want to be pressed, because 
we, at any rate, sympathise with their 
views—to interfere with native customs 
and to interfere with slavery—not merely 
with the slave raids, but with  slave- 
holding, with domestic slavery. ‘That 
has been pressed upon us again and 
again ; and although the hon. Member 
was in office himself I did not observe 
that he was particularly keen with 
regard to it. We have been more so. 
We have declared in all these places that 
the legal status of slavery shall be abo- 
lished. We have gone further than the 
hon. Member went or ever dared to go. 
We have done that, knowing what the 
consequences are. The consequences are 
war. It is not a question of tact, dis- 
eretion, or patience. When you say to 
these savage tribes, who for centuries 
have exercised these rights of slave- 
raiding, who regard labour as something 
disereditable, and to whom it is necessary 
they should have slaves in order to pre- 
serve their personal dignity, “ From this 
day. when the British flag and the 
British protectorate come, there is an 
absolute prohibition of slave-raiding.” 
then you have to fight for your principles. 
And that is why in this ease the hon. 
Member and my predecessors left all 
these things without dealing with them— 
because, although they had such strong 
views upon slavery, they did not dare to 
prohibit it or interfere with it. Their 
“taet, discretion, and patience ” resulted 
in peace being kept; and now we are 
prepared to give effect to the policy— 
which I believe to be the policy of both 
sides in this House—of saying boldly that 
we will not allow these customs to con- 
tinue. It is on that account 
ourselves in frequent contest with some 
of these native populations. 
That is the general 
Now apply it to this 
Ashanti. What is the 


statement. 


ease? The 


hon. Member for West Islington has ' 


not said enough in praise of the Ashantis. 
They are a very brave and gallant native 
race. They have been the predominant 
race in that part of Africa; but what is 
the result of being the predominant race ? 
They themselves would do no work what- 


{18 Marcu 1901} 


we find. 


case of | 





| have never paid that indemnity. 
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ever. “They insisted upon having slaves, 
and were constantly attacking the tribes 
in their neighbourhood. There was no 
peace or security for life or property 
within reach of them, and trade was im- 
possible throughout the territory. They 
maintained themselves byatyranny which 
was natural tothem as a great African 
tribe, but which we could not tolerate 
from the moment we had any responsi- 
bility. The hon. Member would have 
been the first to criticise us if we had 
allowed it to continue. The Ashantis 
were a slave-raiding people. They were 
guilty of human sacrifices ; they exercised 
a tyranny over the neighbouring tribes, 
and by their superior strength and fight- 
ing ability they kept this “ overlord- 
ship © of which the hon. Member speaks. 
The hon. Member speaks of these savage 
tribes of Africa as though he 
speaking of a modern European Power. 
Hetalks of the Ashantis fighting tor their 
“constitutional rights.” The Ashantis, 
if they understood what constitutional 
rights meant. would explain that their 
constitutional rights were to exercise 
absolute power and authority over all 
neighbouring tribes, to make slaves of 
them, to procure from them all the labour 
they required ; and, if they did not get 
it, and tribute also whenever they desired 
it, to torture them, sacrifice them to their 
fetish, and generally treat them with the 
utmost barbarity. Seeing the condition 
of civilisation in which they were, we may 
make allowance for the Ashantis that they 


was 


| knew no better ; but it is absurd to treat 


these tribes as if they were members of a 
civilised community; and nothing of 
‘the kind was attempted. The hon. 
Member has spoken ot the Ashantis as 
having been British subjects for twenty- 
five years ; but in that he is absolutely 
and entirely mistaken. We never claimed 
any authority whatever over them until 
recently. That we claimed — their 
territory as within our sphere of 
influence, excluding the influence of 


other European) Powers, is true ; 
but) we claimed nothing in the 
nature of sovereignty over them. They 
were an independent Power under 


treaty with us, made after the original 
‘expedition to which the hon. Member 
has gone back. under which they were 
,to pay us a certain indemnity. They 
In the 
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time of Sir William Maxwell the question 
of that indemnity came up. 

But now let me pause for a 
moment. lL make a great distinction 


between the hon. Member for West 
Islington and the hon. Member for 
Poplar. The hon. Member for West 


Islington spoke in harsh terms of the 
Resident at Coomassie, who, he said. was 
left too free a hand and showed no dis 
eretion. Ile spoke of Sir Frederick Hodg 
son as having followed the advice of a 
mad boy. and generally conveyed the 
impression that these officers of the 
Crown, working under very difficult 
circumstances, were either fools or knaves. 
1 will answer him with all courtesy. and 
| hope | imay persuade him to deal differ 
ently in future with these officers. But 
what shall L say to the hon. Member for 
Poplar?) He spoke of Sir William Max- 
well as guilty of an act of treachery, and 
he was so pleased with the word applied 
to an Englishman now dead. appointed 
by the Government of which the hon. 
Member was a member 
he with the phrase that he went on to 
speak of Sir Frederick Hodgson as also 
guilty of an act of treachery, and L think 
he was also appointed by the Govern 
ment of which the hon. Member was a 
member. These Englishmen. or 
Scotchmen—L believe both are Seoteh- 
men—these two Britons. appointed 
by the Government of which the hon. 
Member is the representative in’ the 
House on this question, appointed to 
responsible positions in places in which 
the difficulties are tremendous, in which 
a man carries his life in his hand every 
day, in which it he has not the confidence 
of his superiors here he could do nothing. 
and in which, therefore, a certain amount 
of discretion must be left to him—these 
two British Gentlemen the hon. Member 
declares with real delight, and he gloats 
over the fact, were guilty of acts of 
treachery. They were guilty of no 
such acts. The thing is impossible. — | 


so pleased was 


two 


implore the Committee to resent these 
who saved the 
You attack the 
Colonial That is all right. 
That is a political business. If the hon. 
Member had said that | had been guilty 
of treachery [ would have said * Of 
that i 


attaeks on men have 


Empire abroad. may 
i 


Seereta ry. 


course. | know his opinjon 


Ay, de Chamberlain, 
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and that of his friends I am not guilty of 
anything else. 


Mk. SY DNEY BUXTON: [simply said 
that in all these matters the Secretary of 
State is responsible for what is done. | 
explained the reasons why I| used the 
word, and the particular incidents to 
which [ referred. But the responsibility 
is, of course, with the right hon. Gentle- 
man, not with the officials. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: That is a 
curious way ef putting responsibility 
upon me. What the hon. Gentleman 


said was that Sir William: Maxwell and Sir 
Frederick Hodgson were guilty of acts 
of treachery. Then he Wis re- 
sponsible. Ot course officially 
responsible for everyt hing that mv subor- 
dinates do, but that does not in the least 


saVs | 
| am 


diminish or attenuate the charge he 
brought against these two — officials. 
Io oam responsible, | accept responst- 


bility as | have said. Neither Sir William 
Maxwell nor Sir Frederick Hodgson was 
guilty of acts of treachery. As regards 
Sir William Maxwell, that is really ancient 
history. It is now five vears ago that 
Sir William Maxwell went up to 
massie. He was not opposed on the route, 


Coo- 
and a great palaver of chiets was @alled. 


He explained his demands. and those 
demands were refused. 


Mr. LOUGIE: What were they ? 


CYAMBERLAIN : Oh, 1 will 
That is not the point. 


Mn. 0, 
not go into that. 


The hon. Member is” referring to a 
matter which cas debated in 1896, 
and | certainly decline to deal with 
it in I9O01. Sir William Maxwell's 


demands were refused. and he removed 
Prempeh to the coast as the king who had 
refused his terms. The expedition accord- 
ingly was so far successful that it was 
coneluded without a single drop of blood 
having been shed. And when vou eome 
to ask. what is the cause of the subse- 
quent disturbanee, IT have no hesi- 
tition in saving that it was the blood- 
lessness of the previous expedition. The 
people of Ashanti. In common with every 
savage tribe, held it to be a point of 
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honour to fight for their chief, and to 
fight for their cause. They are ready 
to accept defeat, but they are not ready 
to accept the consequences of defeat 
without actual conflict. If you want 
to get at the bottom of the recent dis- 
turbance vou will find it in the fact that 
these people were called upon to suffer 
the consequences of defeat without 
having been defeated. The result was 
they nourished the intention of rising 
on the first opportunity, and anybody 
who reads the Blue-book will see that 
preparations were being made, and it 
was quite certain that sooner or later 
the Ashanti warriors would desire to try 
conclusions with the British before they 
finally submitted. The hon. Member 
for West Islington says, very truly, that 
Sir Frederick Hodgson went up to Coo- 
He says that there was a medix- 
val fort established at Coomassie. I am 
thankful that it was not a medieval 
fort, or it would not have sustained the 
siege It had to sustain. 


MUaSSIe. 


Mr. LOUGIL: [did not say medieval. 
| yuoted from the Blue-book—a square 
fort with round towers at the corners. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : [I will not 
pursue that. If the hon. Member quotes 
from the Blue-book he is quite safe. But 
this fort was established there very pro- 
perly, and very properly Sir Frederick 
Hodgson. in accordance with instruc- 
tions to every Governor on the West 
Coust to take an early | opportunity 
of visiting these Protectorates in the 
Hinterland, decided to go up to Coo- 
massie. He went with a small force, 
not a provocative force, and called a 
meeting of the chiefs, to whom he de- 
sired to explain the intentions of the 
Government. Let me first deal with 
the incident of the Golden Stool. That 
really is of collateral and not of very 
great importance. Sir Frederick Hodg- 
son did not ask my permission to go for 
the Golden Stool, but, speaking now 
after the event, I entirely approve of his 
attempt to secure it. The Golden Stool 
is of very great ‘moral and intellectual , 


value.”’ It is not loot in the sense the hon. : 


Member supposes. It has no great 
pecuniary value. If we got it we should 
not have melted it down for bullion. 


[Fourrn Series.] ' 


VOL. XCI. 
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' But in the opinion of the tribe and accord- 


ing to the custom of the tribe the pos- 
session of the Stool gives supremacy. 
And it, therefore. we could secure this 
stool we should be doing more for the 
peace of Ashanti than, probably, by any 
armed expedition. Therefore, it was of 
the greatest importance to get hold of 
this symbol of sovereignty if we could 
possibly do it. The hon. Member for 
West Islington ridicules the proceedings 
of the Governor. He savs he got hold 
of a mad boy. What does he mean by 
that ? Does he know the boy ? 


Mr. LOUGHL: [ quoted from the Blue- 
book. It says, “* He came to the con- 
clusion that the boy was mad.” 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The boy 
was at all events apparently in possession 
of his senses when he stated to Sir Frede- 
rick Hodgson that he had come from 
certain chiefs who were custodians of 
the Golden Stool, and were prepared to 
deliver it up to the British Government 
if they would send a representative to 
receive it. I think he will find that the 
Blue-book says the boy seemed mad with 
terror. The exact words are these. 
It was after the boy had been summoned 
to carry the expedition through a country 
which was supposed to be hostile, and in 
which there had been evidence of hos- 
tility. The track came to an abrupt 
ending on the edge of a dense forest. 
and at that point the report says, * The 
boy was now practically off his head with 
fear.’ If everyone who showed signs 
of fear after such an experience as the 
boy had were to be shut up in a lunatic 
asylum, I think there would be need for 
very much extended accommodation. 
The hon. Member has entirely misunder- 
stood what he has read in the Blue-book. 
There is no pretence for saving the boy 
was mad. No Governor would be justi- 
fied in neglecting the information which 
was sent to him that he could have this 
emblem if he sent for it. Sir Frederick 
Hodgson did send for it, but the expe- 
dition failed because, as we understand, 
the chiefs themselves became afraid and 
refused to deliver up the Stool, and the 
boy was unable to indicate the exact spot 
where it was. To say that the Governor 
was wrong in seeking for it is altogether 


N 
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a mistake, considering the extreme im- 
portance which a symbol of this kind has 
among a savage population. The second 
complaint made by the hon. Member is 
that Sir Frederick Hodgson asked for 
interest for the expenses of the wars of 
1876 and 1893 and the present expe- 
dition. 


Mr. LOUGH : I said that that would 
be seen in the despatches. The right 
hon. Gentleman himself includes in the 
Estimates before us the amount which 
is to be recovered from the Gold Coast, 
if possible. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Sir Frederick 
The 
hon. Gentleman is, at all events. a suth- 
that the 


enor- 


Hodgson did nothing of the kind. 


cient arithmetician to know 


interest on those sums would be 
mously greater than what we are asking 
for. It is all clearly stated. When we 
undertake responsibility for these pro- 


tectorates, when we have to prevent 
slave raiding, to interfere with native 


customs. we must establish a police and get 
some kind of income from the population. 
The chiefs before us got a tribute. Our 
tribute is, at all events. regularly paid. 
It is not exorbitant, and is not capable of 
being made an engine of extortion by the 
chiefs. We must have a reasonable con- 
tribution from the population for which 
we are responsible. We decided to ask 
for £12.500 a year as a direct tax of about 
4s. per head on the male population, to be 
collected by the kings and chiefs of the 
various tribes on the understanding that 
they were to receive 10 per cent. for the 
collection. That is a condition to which 
I attach the greatest importance, and 
which | am making in every case in which 
a native tax is collected. Wedo not want 
to destroy the authority of the native 
chiefs, but to regulate it. We are not 
making these vast territories parts of our 
colonies, but protectorates over which 
our control is more or less indirect. We 
desire to govern through the chiefs, to 
regulate their action, but not to interfere 
with their dignity and position. There- 
fore we allow them to take a certain pro- 


portion of every tax collected for the | 


budget of the protectorate itself. We 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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wanted £12,500 towards the expenses of 
the protectorate. and we were advised by 
Sir Frederick Hodgson — although the 
hon. Member for Poplar said we acted 
against his advice 





Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: No, I did 


not say that. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I refer the 
hon. Member to a report of his speech. 
I will read a quotation from the despatch 
sent to Sir Frederick Hodgson. who natu- 
rally knew most about local prejudice. 
He suggested it should not be called a tax 
or a tribute, but interest on the debt 
incurred in the wars of 1876 and 1893. 
which he stated the Ashantis 
understand as perfectly just. 


would 
In a de- 
spatch to Sir Frederick Hodgson I stated, 
“ T observe that you concur with these 
proposals, and that you agree that the 
collection of this revenue is not likely to 
cause any serious trouble.” We had to 
collect revenue. properly due. for the pro- 
tection and government of the protee- 
torate, and the question was by what 
name it should be called—a direct tax o1 
tribute or interest. We took local opinion, 
and that local opinion was to the effect 
that under the latter name it would be 
more acceptable to the Ashantis. I dare- 
say the Ashantis, like most other people, 
objected to any tribute or tax ; but was 
that the real cause of the outbreak 2? Cer- 
tainly not. In the statements some of 
them made to our agents on the Gold 
Coast they put as the first reason for 
their objection to British rule, our inter- 
ference with slavery. They said we were 
interfering with their domestic labour 
and their right to hold slaves. 


Mr. LOUGH: 


book ? 


Is that in the Blue 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes. I 
thought the hon. Member said he knew 
the Blue-book. Here is the quotation— 


“King of Iuabin Yaw Sapong states that 
about two years ago he heard that the Ashantis 
were plotting to fight the English, and getting 
guns, powder, and lead from the coast in small 


| quantities, for these reasons : that they thought 
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the Government would send their king and 
chiefs back after punishing them by staying in 
strange land for some time, but they had seen 
no sign of their returning back to Ashanti ; 
that their slaves used to run away from them, 
and were helped by the (iovernment giving 
them freedom; also they were foreed to root 
houses, and had been stopped to deal in slaves ; 
and also the white man at Coomassie fined 
them too much.” 


Another quotation has been put into my 
hand, a despatch trom the Governor, in 
which he states— 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Ido not un- 
derstand why the hon. Member should fall 
into an error, whichis becoming common 
in these times, of quoting paragraphs 
without their contexts. Here is the 
context which has been omitted by the 
hon. Member 


Supplementary Estimates. 


‘The imposition of fines is necessary in con- 


/ nection with the maintenance of authority, 


| 
| 
| 


“ The otherand larger party had determined | 
to fight unless the Governor complied with the | 
following conditions, which they had been | 


requested to state :—(1) Prempeh to be given 
back, and to regulate and collect any annual 
payment to be made. (2) Permission to luy 
and sell slaves as in the old time.” 


the 
hon. 


have now answered 
to by the 


I think, Sir, J 
questions put 


Member. 


me 


Mr. LOUGH: The question of fines. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Oh, yes. 1 
really hardly understand the hon. Gentle- 
mans complaint. It is quite natural 
that the Resident should be empowered 
to impose a small fine for minor breaches 
of discipline. We do not wish to destroy 
the authority of the chiefs by imprisoning 
them, therefore a certain discretion to 
inflict small fines—in no case have fines 
been of alargeamount—must necessarily 
he lett to the Resident. But when the 
hon. Member says the Resident is under 
no obligation to report those fines, | do 
not know where he gets that information. 


Mr LOUGH: In the Blue-book. Sir 
Frederick Hodgson, speaking of the cause 
of the war in a more serious way than 
the right hon. Gentleman has spoken of 
it, says— 


“The responsibility of fining rests entirely 
with the Resident, who has not been required 
toreport to the Governor this exercise of power 
on his part. I became aware of the fact that 
there was discontent arising from this cause 
when on my way to Coomassie, the King of 
Adansi having made it a matter of complaint 
when I met him at Kwisa. It was also men- 
tioned to me by Opoku Mensa, the senior 
member of the Coomassie Native Committee. 
But for the sudden outbreak of the revolt it 
was a matter which I should have carefully 
looked into.” 





and I cannot find that the exercise of this 
system had in any way been abused.” 


Well. Sir, I] have now endeavoured 
to reply to the questions put to 
me, and also to put the Committee 


in possession of the general principles 
involved in this matter. It is not 
to be supposed that native wars such 
as this in which we have been engaged 
are the peculiar result of the presence in 
oftice of the Colonial Secretary. The hon. 
Member is no doubt aware that there 
have been small wars not only in those 
parts of Africa which are under the Colo- 
nial Office, but also in East Africa, in 
Nigeria, and in Somaliland, which are 
under the Foreign Office. 1 have always 
observed that when it is desired to ¢om- 
plete the case against the Colonial Secre- 
tary he is confronted with his colleague 
and chiet, the Prime Minister, and he is 
told that the Prime Minister is always 
anxious and desirous for peace if peace 
can be preserved with honour. I beg 
humbly to say that I share that view 
with the Prime Minister. But, for the 
moment, let us suppose that there is a 
distinction to be drawn. Then how 
does the hon. Gentleman, account for the 
fact that even with the beneficent and 
peaceful influence of the Prime Minister 
there have been, | think, five native wars 
in countries which are under the Foreign 
Office ! Surely under those circumstances 
there must be some general influence 
at work. It is not due to the particular 
iniquity of the Colonial Secretary. What 


that general influence is I have 
endeavoured to represent to the 


Committee. It is that this Govern- 
ment has decided from the first to deal 
with a strong hand with those questions 
which the party opposite allowed 
to drift. We have settled those ques- 
tions of boundaries and spheres of influ- 
ence in West Africa satisfactorily and 
peacefully so far as European Powers are 
concerned. That was a gigantic work. 
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Sut from the moment we undertook re- 
sponsibility for those spheres of influence 
it became necessary, unless we were to 
take the advice of hon. Members opposite 
not to interfere in native customs, that 
we should be prepared for the attacks 
of native tribes whose customs we had 
interfered with. For one man—I have 
pointed this out before—that is killed 
ina waroft this kind. hundreds of men 
will in future generations have life and 
peace and security for their possessions. 

This great continent of Africa possesses 
every advantage for the races native to it. 
Why have the native inhabitants not 
multiplied ; Why are they still so largely 
out of proportion to the gigantic extent 
of the continent ! It is because for 
centuries, possibly for thousands of years, 
there have been going on these interne- 
cine contests between different tribes, 
attended by terrible loss of life. First one 
tribe assumes superiority ; then another, 
equally arbitrary, cruel, and tyrannical, 
obtains the primary position. That 
state of things has been put a stop to. 
The moment we came into our sphere of 
influence or protectorate we made it our 


business to establish once and for all 


that great Pax Britannica which we 
established in India. where — similar 


conditions existed before our rule was 
firmly established. We have had to go 
through trials and difticulties and blood- 
shed before that rule was established ; 
but once it was established there was 
ample compensation for all we suffered, 
and ample compensation to the natives 
who will benefit by our more generous 
and more just rule. It has been said that 
the colony isa burden to the United King- 
dom. thatthis Vote of £400,000 which the 


war has cost must be borne hy the Im- | 


perial Exchequer. I have not the slight- 
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at least one-half of the cost of the previous 
expedition, I believe that the surplus 
will be increased in future, and I have 
not the slightest doubt that this expendi- 
turewill be repaid to the British Exchequer 
in the course of a reasonable number of 
vears. The hon. Member for Poplar 
said that in our policy we have been too 
hasty. We have not only secured the 
boundaries, but we have undertaken 
the devolepment of the territories within 
those boundaries. Within five years 
we have added 446 miles of railway to 
the West Coast of Africa. Within the 
same period the exports of British produce 

produce of British origin. not of 
foreign manufactured — goods—passing 
through Great Britain have 
from a little over £2,000,000 a year to 
over £3.000,000 a vear. That is to say, 
we have increased the exports of this 
country to the colony by a0 per cent. 


increased 


That is not a bad reeord. It is one of 
which Lam not at all ashamed. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: | wish to 
make a personal explanation. The right 
hon. Gentleman more than once said 
that I accused two of our officials of 
treachery. What [ said was that their 


action might be looked on by the Ashantis 
as treachery. | apologise if I did not 
make myselt clear, but [ should be the 
last man in the House to accuse any 
public official of treachery. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
to hear that explanation of the thon. 
Gentleman, and [ entirely accept it. 


| al clad 
> 


It being midnight. the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


est doubt whatever but that the whole | 


of it will be repaid. It is, properly speak- 


ing, a loan, though, in accordance with 
precedent, it is put down asa grant-in-aid. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again to-lerrow. 


If it had not been for the last rebellion | 


the surplus from the Gold Coast would 
have amounted to more than £50,000, 
and we should have been able to pay off 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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Several Lords took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MILFORD BILL 


Committed. 


DOCKS fc eae 


DISTRICT 
[H.L.]. 


HARPENDEN GAS BILL 


Committed ; the Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


VTrember. 


POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL (HL), 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: The orders made on the &th 
instant and ‘Thursday last discharged, and 
Bill committed. 


“ates Teviston by the 


COM tae 


DOVER CORPORATION BILL [H.1.}. 
> Report from the Select Committee, 
: That the Committee had not proceeded 
h with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
: Table: The orders made on the &th 
instant and Thursday last discharged, 
and Bill committed. 


5 


"OVEN 


® HENRY DIAPER AND COMPANY (DE- 
FO OLIVERY WARRANTS) BILL (HLL. | 


* Reported with Amendments. 

- 

4 MANCHESTER (MARKET STREET 
2 AREA) IMPROVEMENTS BILL [H.1.]. 
s = Read 2¢ (according to order). 

F RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Papers relating to negotiations between 
Commandant Louis Botha and Lord 
Kitchener, 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (USE OF 
LEAD IN THE MANUFACTURE OF 
POTTERY). 

Reports received by the Secretary of 

State for the Home Department from 
VOL. XCI. | FOURTH SERIES. | 
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Professor T. E. Thorpe, C.B., LL.D., 


F.R.S., Principal of the Government 
Laboratory, on the use of lead in the 
manufacture of pottery. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION, 

Treasury Minute, dated 14th March, 
1901, declaring that William C. Hoskins, 
labourer, Royal Laboratory, War Depart- 
ment, was appointed without a Civil Ser- 
vice certificate, through inadvertence on 
the part of the head of his department. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR--PEACE NEGO- 
TIATIONS WITH GENERAL BOTHA. 

EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I wish to 
ask the noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government if he can give the House any 
information as to the result of negotia- 
tions between Lord Kitchener and the 
Boer leader. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALis- 
BURY): My Lords, such information as | 
have I shall be glad to give, though I am 
afraid it will not be satisfactory to the 
noble Earl. General Botha has informed 
Lord Kitchener by letter that he is not 
disposed to recommend the terms of peace 
which Lord Kitchener had been in- 
structed to offer to the earnest considera- 
tion of his Government, and he adds that 
his Government and chief officers are 
entirely in agreement with his views. 
Papers in connection with these negotia- 
tions will be laid on the Table at once. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) BILL [H.1.}. 
Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of  BURLEIGH): My 
Lords, I do not think I need detain the 
House many minutes in explaining the 
provisions of this Bill. It is not at all an 
ambitious Bill, but in its clauses will be 
found a series of small reforms which the 
experience of the working of the prisons 
in Scotland during the last few years has 
shown to be expedient, and some of which 
were actually the subject of reeommenda- 

O 
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tions by the Departmental Committee, 
presided over by my noble friend Lord 
Elgin, which I appointed about eighteen 
months ago, and which presented a report 
last vear. The clauses of the Bill require 
but very little explanation. In the main, 
I think, they tell their own tale to any- 
one who reads them with ordinary care. 
The first one provides statutory powers 
for the appointment of visiting commit- 
tees for the three general prisons in Seot- 
land. In the case of all the ordinary 
prisons the visiting Committees are 
appointed by the town and county coun 
cils in the district which the prison serves. 
There are three general prisons, and in 
regard to them there is no statutory 
power for the appointment ol a Visiting 
committee. Two of these prisons are 
mainly used tor the confinement of ordi- 
nary prisoners, and in the ease of those 
prisons the visiting committee will. if this 
Bill passes. he appointed in the same Way 
as the committees of the ordinary prisons 
-_- hy the town and county councils con- 
cerned. In the case of the Peterhead 
prison, which is the only establishment in 
Scotland entirely occupied by convicts, 
the visiting conumittee will be appointed 
hy the Secretary for Scotland, but instead 
of being a purely voluntary body, as it is 
at present. it will, when appointed. have 
certain statutory functions and duties 
which will. | think, put it in a better posi- 
tion than it ts at present. 

In regard to Clause 2, [have only to say 
that it deals with the vexed question of 
corporal punishment. Your Lordships 
will remember that during the passing 
of the Prisons Bill tor Engiand two or 
three vears ago a considerable amount of 
discussion arose in regard to the question 
ot flogging. In Scotland our law is 
different from that which obtains in Eng- 
land. Noordinary prisoner can under any 
circumstances be flogged, but only convict 
prisoners. This clause therefore applies 
only to the convict prison at Peterhead. 
The punishment is very rarely resorted 
to; not more than two or three times in 
the year. At present it is only inflicted 
by order of one or other of the Prison 
Commissioners when he is at the convict 
prison. The proposal of the Bill is to 
take it out of the power of the 
Commissioner to order this punishment, 
and to provide that it can only be 
ordered by the Sheriff or the Sheriff- 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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(substitute of the district. The third 


clause of the Bill is copied from a section 
in the English Act, and its object is to 
insure that in the event of any prison 
having inadequate accommodation for 
those confined in it the fact shall be 
brought immediately under the notice of 
the Secretary for Scotland. 

The next clause is also similar to one in 
the English Act, and it introduces the 
principle of allowing a remission, in thi 
case of ordinary hard-labour prisoners, 
ot part of their sentence, provided they 
earn it by good behaviour or in some 
similar way. At the present time in 
Scotland, as was the case under the old 
procedure in England, the remission of 
part of a sentence can only be earned in 
the case of convicts. For the last twe 
vears there has been a provision in the 
law of England to allow hard-labour 
prisoners to earn a remission of part of 
their sentence, and we propose to exte nd 
that to Seotland. Lam intormed that it 
has been found to work with success in 
the English prisons in which it has been 
introduced. The fifth clause also corre 
sponds to a procedure in the English Act. 
and it is of an entirely technical nature 
It provides, in common with what is the 
general practice in Scotland in the case of 
all common law prisoners, that when a 
month is passed of the sentence it shall he 
held to be a calendar month and not a 
period of four weeks. The sixth clause 
of the Bill provides that part ot the 
duties which used to be carried out by the 
Governor of the general prison at Perth. 
who is now not in control of the criminal 
lunatic department, shall be carried out 
by the medical superintendent, who has 
been placed in supreme authority over 
that department. 

Clause 7 is intended to remove a certain 
ambiguity in Section 72 of the Prisons 
(Scotland) Administration Act. which 
provides that when a prisoner is affected 
with a disease which is dangerous to 
life. and the treatment of which cannot 
be carried out in prison, he may be sent 
toan ordinary infirmary with the consent 
ot the managers of that institution. The 
alteration which this clause makes is to 
allow us to send a prisoner into an outside 
infirmary either when the disease from 
which he is suffering is dangerous, or 
when the treatment cannot be carried 
out in prison. At present both of these 
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conditions have to be fulfilled before we 
can carry out this measure. It is obvious 
that in many small prisons we cannot 
keep up a full infirmary and_ hospital 
staff on the chance of a prisoner requiring 
treatment, and it is on that ground that 
the proposal to remove them to a work- 
house infirmary or to some such place 
is part of the law of Scotland. We pro- 
pose by this alteration to slightly extend 
it. The eighth clause is intended to give 
effect to a recommendation of Lord 
Elgin’s Committee, and to provide that 
in all cases of a prisoner dying in the 
prison an inquiry shall be held with 
regard to the cause of death. 

The noble Earl behind me, the Earl of 
Glasgow, has very courteously given me 
notice that he intends to raise the question 
of providing for a further classification 
ot prisoners. I think it will be 
found that in practice we go further 
than he wishes us to do. Our 
system is to extent different 
from the English one. For example. 
we have not nearly the sane 
proportion of hard-labour prisoners in 
Scotland to ordinary prisoners as there is 
in England, and as the work is carried 
on in cells, and not in gangs. classification 
is not Ss» necessary. If the noble Earl 
will put the proposals he wishes to make 
in the form of an Amendment on the 
Paper. 1 shall be glad to give them my 
most careful consideration before the Bill 
[ do not anticipate 
any opposition at this stage. 


some 


goes into Committee. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 
The Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On (Juestion, agreed to. Bill read 24 
wecordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Tuesday 
next. 


BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN BILL 
[H.L. }. 

House in Committee (according to 
order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 
ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 


LorbD HERRIES: My Lords, in rising 


to move the motion standing in my name 
I wish to say, in the first place, that con- 
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siderable dissatisfaction, to make use of a 
mild term, has been aroused in the minds 
of the Roman Catholic subjects of His 
Majesty by the words used in the 
Declaration from the Throne which 
His Majesty was bound by statute 
to make on the oceasion of his first 
opening Parliament. I wish to dis- 
sociate at once His Majesty the King 
from any responsibility for those words. 
I could not but admire the tact which 
His Majesty showed in the manner 
in which he read the Declaration, the low 
tone being evidently intended to make 
the words as little as possible offensive 
to ears of the Roman Catholics who 
were present on that occasion. At the 
same time, | must say this: that the 
Declaration itself, drawn up as it was two 
centuries ago, is not the sort of Declara- 
tion which might be expected from the 
King of Great Britain, Ireland, and the 
Colonies, wherein there are at least 
twelve millions of Roman Catholie sub- 
jects. My noble friend Lord Braye has, 
I believe, introduced into the House a 
sill with the object of abolishing this 
Declaration: and, if this Declaration 
used by the King on the opening of 
Parliament could be swept away in that 
manner. | should be only too glad to 
welcome such a Bill; but it appears to me 
that we are more likely to arrive at the 
desired end by a Committee of both 
Houses, composed of the leading members 
of both political parties, who would meet 
together and devise some means by 
which the Declaration in its present 
offensive form could be abolished. or at 
least so modified as to meet the objections 
which we, the Roman Catholic subjects 
of His Majesty, feel to it. 

| regret very much indeed the absence 
of my noble triend Lord Kimberley, not 
only for the cause which we all deplore, 
hut also because we are always glad to see 
him in his place as Leader of the Opposi- 
tion, in which capacity he shows so much 
tact, ability, and good feeling. The noble 
Earl many years ago had charge of a 
Bill for the abolition of such a Declaration 
by the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, and I 
should like to quote a few words from his 
speech. On that occasion Lord Kimber- 
ley said— 

‘He had himself been called upon to make 
that Declaration before the Irish Privy 
Council in the presence of a large number of 
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persons of the Roman Catholic faith, and he 
must say he had never in his life made a 
Declaration with more pain than when he was 
required, before men holding high office and 
for whom he had the highest respect, to 
declare the tenets of their religion to be super- 
stitious and idolatrous.” 


If that was the effect of the Declaration 
on one who was at that time Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, how much stronger 
must have been the feelings of His 
Majesty the King when he knew that 
what he was saying in that Declaration 
was attacking the tenets not only of a 
few friends around him, but of twelve 
millions of his most loyal subjects ! I feel 
confident that it was with great pain 
that His Majesty made the Declaration. 
This Declaration was not framed in order 
to be taken by the King of this realm. 
It was framed at a time when Titus Oates 
was at the zenith of his power, when by 
a series of perjuries, which are unex- 
ampled in history. he had induced the 
whole country to believe that there was 
a plot among the Roman Catholics to 
upset the religion of the country. and 
when numbers believed that when 
James Ll. became King the country was 
to be made Roman Catholic, and the 
whole of the Protestants of the country 
were to be burned. ‘This is history. and 
I ask your Lordships whether, at the 
time Titus Oates was publishing these 
perjuries, the country was in a proper 
state of mind to impose a Declaration of 
this sort. This Deelaration—which is 
known to your Lordships. and which | 
will not defile my lips by reading—was 
made with the object of driving Roman 
Catholics out of the House of Peers and 
out of the House of Commons, and it was 
obligatory upon them from 1678 until 
the Catholic Emancipation Act of 1829. 
I think we may judge of the state of 
mind of the people who framed that 
Declaration when we remember that it 
was made obligatory, not only if the 
King was of age and was therefore able to 
know for himself what was right and 
what was wrong, but should the King 
succeed us a minor, he was obliged to 
take it at the age of twelve years. That 
is to say, a little boy, or, in the case of a 
Queen, « little girl, might be brought 

and this is even within the range of 
possibility now—to the Throne, and be 
compelled to take the Oath that tran- 
substantiation was not to be believed in. 


Lor! Herries, 
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How on earth could the child know what 
was the meaning of transubstantiation ? 
| dare say that it is not known to all of 
your Lordships. How, therefore, would 
a boy or girl be able to take an oath con 
tradicting a doctrine of that sort? For 
150 vears this Oath was the means of 
keeping every Roman Catholic out of the 
House of Peers and the House of Com 
mons. Does that not show that no 
question ot dispensing by the Pope, no 
question of mental reservation was 
sufficient to enable them to sit in this 
or the other House! | could point toa 
number of Roman Catholics who were put 
to death who could have had their 
fortunes and their lives saved by taking 
this Oath. I think. therefore, that this 
Declaration which is put into the mouth 
ot the Sovereign, by which he is made to 
insinuate that Roman Catholies in 
taking oaths are capable of mental 
reservation, is an insult to Roman 
Catholies. 

I quite agree that the fundamental 
laws of the country cannot be lightly 
changed, and it is for that reason, per- 
haps more than any other, that [ thought, 
before any alteration was made. there 
should be a Joint Committee of both 
Houses, who should carefully consider 
the words of the Declaration. We must 
remember that there is a great distine- 
tion between these fundamental 
Any law that affects the 
must be unalterable. But with regard 
to the other provisions in the Bill of 
tights and the Act of Settlement, that is 
not necessarily so, and it has never been 
considered so. In fact, some of the pro 
visions of the Act of Settlement were 
repealed within a few years of their first 
being passed. I allude, in the first 
instance, to the clause by which the 
Sovereign of this country was not 
allowed to leave it without the permission 
of Parliament. As we may imagine, that 
could not be allowed to remain long, and 
the clause was repealed during the reign 
of George L, who naturally wished to 
visit his kingdom of Hanover. ‘There 
was another clause by which members of 
the Privy Council were obliged to give 
in writing their opinions on matters that 
referred to them. That was repealed. | 
mention these to show that minor pro- 
visions of the Bill of Rights and the Act of 
Settlement have been altered. It is a 


laws. 


succession 
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principle of our Constitution that we 
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place in the other House. [I am only 


should not be governed by our ancestors, | speaking as to what I think would be the 
but should govern ourselves, and we are} best plan to pursue with regard to the 


quite prepared to do so. 
was very different in the days of William 
and Mary from what it is to-day. In 
those days we had not the colonies that 
we possess now, znd we had not Canada, 
which contains 43 per cent. of Roman 
Catholics. When we are so dependent 
on our colonies, when we have had such 
an outburst of loyalty from all parts of 
our colonies, is it right that this Declara- 
tion. which affects many of our 
colonies, should remain in its present 
form ! 


so 


Is it necessary for the existence of the 
Church of England in this country that a 
Declaration in these words must be 
The Protestant succession to 
the Throne and the position of the 
Church of England are. I contend, 
sufficiently safeguarded by the Bill of 
Rights. Iam aware that the Church of 
England is the Church of this country, 
and it is quite right that those who 
belong to the Church of England should 
retain the King as a member of that 
Church. I do not wish to do anything 
to weaken the hold of the Church of 
England on the King, but surely the 
Protestant succession and the position of 
the Church of England as the Church of 
this realm ean be secured without 
insulting the of Roman 
Catholics and introducing words into the 
Declaration made by the King which 
attack the most cherished convictions of 
his Roman Catholic subjects. I suggest 
that there is a way out of the difficulty, 
and for that reason L ask your Lordships 
to agree to the appointment of this Com- 
mittee to consider the subject. As 
regards the constitution of the Com- 
mittee, | see no reason why Roman 
Catholics should be represented upon it. 
Our purpose is not to prevent members of 
the Church of England from obtaining 
guarantees that the King shall remain a 
member of the Church of England, but 
that the offensive words should be 
removed, and I trust entirely to the 
impartiality and good feeling of your 
Lordships to ensure that result. I 
believe that in the other House it was 
promised that Roman Catholics should 
be on the Committee. Of course, we 


made ? 


conscience 


have nothing to do here with what takes 


The Empire | 


constitution of the Committee as fixed by 
your Lordships. | feel sure that if you 
will agree to this motion it will be the 
means of satisfying the consciences otf 
your Roman Catholic fellow-subjects, and 
I am confident that it will not be in any 
way injurious to the Church of England. 
If you look to the history of the country 
during the last century you will see that 
there has been opposition to every favour 
which has been granted to Roman 
Catholies. I would ask, Have there been 
any bad results from the Catholic Emanei- 
pation Act of 1829, or from the relaxation 
of the rule which prevented Roman 
Catholies from being officers in the Army 
and the Navy, and which prevented 
them from occupying the chief offices of 
the Crown! I submit that there have 
been no dangerous results, and I ask 
your Lordships to agree to this Com- 
mittee, the result of which will, [ hope, 
be to remove those expressions trom the 
Declaration which we consider are not 
only of no advantage, but are most offen- 
sive to the Roman Catholic subjects of 


His Majesty. 


Moved to resolve, “ That it is desirable 
that a Joint Committee of both Houses be 
appointed to consider and report upon 
the Declaration which the Sovereign is 
by Statute compelled to make upon oath 
atter his aceession to the Throne.”"— 


(The Lord Herries.) 


Lorp BRAYE: I regret that when a 
fortnight ago | brought this subject be- 
fore the House the noble Marquess the 
Prime Minister gave a very discouraging 
answer. A few days after we were in- 
formed that the House of Representa- 
tives of Canada had passed, by an 
overwhelming majority. a resolution 


to the effect that this Declaration was 
offensive. In the meantime [| ven- 
tured to introduce a Bill into your 


Lordships’ House directly dealing with 
the subject, and it was read a first time. 
The Bill is a very short one, but it aims 
at abolishing altogether the objection- 
able words in this Declaration. At the 
present moment I do not wish to press 
the Bill, but at the same time I am un- 
willing to withdraw it altogether. Theres 











375 Poyal Declaration against 
fore I will leave it on the Table of the 
House and watch the result of the 
Committee which. | understand, will be 
granted. [ must say that | would have 
preferred to have an expression ot the 
House directly upon the Bill. as Lfailto see 
the necessity of referring the matter to a 
Committee. If, however, the result is the 
same I shall be quite content, and I am 
sure the appointment of the Committee 
will be weleomed by all Catholics 
inthe Empire. This statute is polemical. 
This is not the place to enter into 
acute theological questions. Theological 
difficulties and controversies enter, as we 
know. into political questions, but sine 
the principle of the Revolution has over- 
spread the whole of Europe the tende ney 
is that theol questions should be 
withdrawn churches 
Therefore | 
1e subject- 
jut | would 
tran- 
honour paid tothe 


two test doctrines 
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more 
years. This Com 
not report until 
although 
not be the 
Sovereign may 
die in the meantime. I therefore hope 
the Committee will exnedite their labours 
and come to a conclusion as 
Parliament could 


rope tor 





quite no sible 
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will 


ease, ft 


soon as 
possil| as otherwis 
not prevent this Declaration being taken 
again. | will eall attention, in a 
very words, to the Bill which I 
ventured to lay 


now 


lew 


THe Marovess or SALISBURY: 


Order, order 


Lorp BRAYE: If I am out of order 
I will not refer to the Bill I introduced 
the other day. I would only say that 
it does not deal with the Coronation 
Oath, but only with the abolition and 
eancelling of the specific Oath. This is 
a tree country, and if the King disbelieves 
in the Roman Catholie religion he is at 
liberty to deelare his disbeliet. 


*THe Earn or PORTSMOUTH— 
who had given notice to ask (1) 
the Lord Privy Seal whether he will 


lay upon the Table of the House the 
Lord Braye. 
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terms of the proposed reference toa Coni- 
inittee of the language of the Declaration 
made by the King according to the Con- 
stitution on the occasion of his opening 
his first Parliament ; (2) is the language 
of the Coronation Oath also referred to a 
Committee ; (3) what is to be the con- 
stitution of the Committee !/—said: My 
Lords, perhaps | may, for the conveni 
ence of your Lordships, say what I have 
to say now, instead of putting to the 
noble. Marquess the question standing 
in my name, which was placed on the 
Paper before the motion of Lord Herries 
was handed in. ‘The speech of my noble 
iriend Lord Herries has 
of the points of inv question. and it is 
now quite clear that the Coronation Oath 
isnot to be referred to this Committee ; 
and as to the constitution of the Com 
doubt we shall in due 


answered two 


mittee, | have no 


course know that irom the noble Mar- 
quess. My only reason in rising to 


address the louse is to draw a dis- 
tinction which | think has been rather 
lost sight ot hy the noble Lords 
who have spoken. I agree entirely 
with those noble Lords that the words 
of the statutory Declaration which refer 
to the Saertfice of the Mass in the Roman 
Church as * idolatrous and superstitious 7 


two 


aremost offensive. and naturally offensive, 
to Roman Catholics. and I think they 


are most unnecessary : still, | hope your 
Lordships will bear in mind what the 
noble Marquess himself, | am sure, IS 


fully conscious of, that you cannot deal 
with a question of this kind. touching 
questions of religion and_ religious con- 
troversy, without incurring the very 
serious danger of arousing a great deal of 
religious excitement ; while the language 
referred to is deserving of condemna- 
tion as applied to Roman Catholics, it is 
felt by a large number of people to be 
important that His Majesty should state 
that he himself not believe in 
transubstantiation, because there is a 
large school of thought not within the 
pale of the Roman Catholie Chureh. 
but within the pale of the English 
Church itself, which is in favour of that 
doctrine. 1 should be the last person to 
wish that any words should remain in 
the Declaration which could be naturally 
and fairly interpreted and accepted by 
Roman Catholics as an insult to their 
religion. I hope, therefore, that the 


does 
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terms of reference, which the noble 
Marquess will no doubt lay upon the 
Table, will be perfectly clear, as | cannot 
imagine anything more likely to cause 
uneasiness and distrust in the country 
unless the exact points which the Com- 
mittee have to consider are plainly set out. 


*Lorp KINNAIRD: My Lords, this 
yuestion is not quite so simple as it has 
heen made to appear. There are a 
certain number of His Majesty’s subjects 
who feel strongly that alterations are not 
lesirable in this direction. They do not 
want for one moment to interfere with 
individual liberty, but there are, they 
say, certain possible dangers which may 
he ineurred if the Book of Common 
Praver is tampered with. The Thirty- 
nine Articles include a good many strong 
statements as to the Mass and other 
Roman Catholie doctrines. There are 
others who feel that the liberty given to 
Roman Catholies in this kingdom ought 
to be reciprocated by Roman Catholic 
countries. The noble Marquess knows 
eases In which such intolerance prevails 
that it is difficult to 
who are constantly 


in other eountries 
protect Protestants, 
molested and have their property inter- 
fered with. Those who are in authority 
in Rome and elsewhere do not give the 
same liberty with regard to” holding 
property and other matters as is given 
in Great Britain. We do not eall the 
feiormation a revolution, as the 
noble lord ecalied it: we prefer to call 
it a reformation. We believe that it 
is not quite right to say that all religions 
equally bring liberty and 
and we believe that our national progress 
has had something to do with the liberty 
of conscience whieh we hold 
With regard to the question of strong 
language, those of your Lordships who 
take the trouble to read the daily news- 
papers will have seen that strong language 
is not used by one side alone. We 
had some strong language lately trom 
Cardinal Vaughan in a pastoral in which 
he asked his co-religionists to use their 
political influence in a certain direction, 
and they have done so to some purpose. 
We were told that this questioa was not 
going to be opened, and that the country 
was not to be disturbed by these discus- 
Many people, therefore, regarded 
with dismay the surrender in the House 


progress, 


sO dear. 


sions. 
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of Commons and the circumstances 
under which this Committee was 
promised, especially as in this House we 
had had an assurance that we would have 
a quiet summer without these contro- 
versial matters with reference to the 
King’s Declaration being raised. 

THE Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Nothing of the kind. 


*Lorp KINNAIRD: We hoped that 
we should not be disturbed by discussions 
on this question. We believe that there 
are principles involved in the proposed 
alteration which are very far-reaching 
and important. There are many who 
feel strongly on the other side with 
reference to what is now being agitated 
in this House and elsewhere. 


THe Marovuess or SALISBURY : My 
Lords, this debate has wandered some- 
what widely from the point, and I do not 
intend to follow its erratic 
Many historical and theological questions 
have been dealt with from various points 
at view. but it does not seem to me neces- 


course. 


sary that we should at present examine 
them. In the same way I do not propose 
to go into the question how far there is an 
exhibition of intolerance abroad, and 
there are any proceedings 
which from that point of view we might 
condemn. I think I heard a certain 
pastoral of Cardinal Vaughan referred 
to in terms of severe condemnation. — | 
have not seen the pastoral and I do not 
know what it contains, but I am certain 
that any question with regard to it does 
not arise upon the subject which we have 
under our discussion now. for nobody 
has ever proposed that now or at any 
later period the Sovereign of this realm 
should be compelled to recite the pastorals 
of Cardinal Vaughan. 

I confess that until I heard the speech 
of the noble Lord who has just sat down 
[ thought that upon the substance and 
essence of this matter there was very 
little difference of opinion. Until the 
contrary is proved, [ shall assume that, 
with quite infinitesimal exceptions, we all 
of us regret very much that language of 
such indecent violence has ever been 
placed by statute in an oath which is 
required to be taken by the Sovereign of 
the realm. It is a matter of deep regret. 


whether 
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But it does not follow that the damage 
that is done can be removed simply by 
repealing the enactment. You never can 
retrace your steps at so little cost as that. 
From what we have heard to-night and 
what we have heard elsewhere we know 
very well that if this House did—-I do 
not say it will not do so--come to a 
decision to modify or repeal the Act in 
question there would be a great many 
people, perfectly sincere, though not 
very wise, who would say that vou were 
giving some support to the doctrine 
of transubstantiation. ‘Therefore it be- 
hoves us tomove cautiously in this matter. 
I entirely repudiate the idea, however, 
that I have ever held out any assurance 
that the matter should not be meddled 
with. | only pointed out the great 
difficulties that attended it. and. in view 
of the material obstacles to legislation on 
difficult questions which exist elsewhere. 
I felt myself unable to hold out any con- 
fident hope that we would be able to deal 
with the question in the present session. 
I do not desire hold different 
language. The future will reveal to us 
what it is has to bring. 

At present the difficulties are still very 
great ; but certainly the most effective 
manner of dealing with those difficulties 
is to inquire into them : and, therefore, 
when it was intimated on the part of 
Lord Herries that he wished to ask for 
the reference of this question to a Com- 
mittee. | assented at once. | thought a 
Committee would be a very suitable 
means of examining into it. But in 
doing so. | do not bind myself to accept 
the terms of the motion of the noble Lord, 
because | think that the motion as it 
stands now would be ex posed to some of 
the misunderstanding that I have al- 
ready pointed to. There is no doubt 
that this Declaration has been imposed 
on the Sovereign for the purpose of 
securing that arrangement which for 
brevity I shall call the Protestant succes- 
sion. That is the object of theOath. If 
we remove the Oath and do nothing 
further, I think there will very 
large number of people who will think | 
you have not treated the matter as, 


now to 


be a 
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of course, is inherent, and by the mere 
fact of retracing your steps you are 
always believed to be doing and intending 
to do something further than the mere 
negative of the course you took before. 
Therefore if the noble Lord proposes the 
motion in this form I shall be compelled 
reluctantly to oppose it ; but if he would 
be willing to allow me to add a clause of 
this kind—or. if he does not like to commit 
himself to language which might not be 
agreeable to him, would allow the 
Government to move it with the addition 
which | am about to propose—there 
would be very little ditliculty in setting 
on foot the investigation he desires. 

The words I should like to add are 
these— 


“ And whether the language ean be modified 
advantageously  withont = diminishing — its 
eflicacy as a security for the maintenance of 
the Protestant succession. 


[ am rather disposed to agree with the 
noble Lord, without being in any way 
bigoted, that it would be better if the 
Roman Catholic Peers stood aside from 
the Committee and allowed their fellow 
Peers to judge in this matter, as I think 
they would be somewhat embarrassed 
in dealing with it. | know that if we 
do this we shall have to contront the 
somewhat anomalous arrangement that 
the Roman Catholic 
Lower House might be members ot the 
Committee. [ hope the Roman Catholic 
members of the Lower House may not be 
too sensitive, or they may think it 
implied that we thought their consciences 
less susceptible than those of the Roman 
Catholic members of this House. How- 
ever, that is for them to decide. I think 
the Joint Committee should be an ordi- 
nary one, composed of five members from 
each House. With respect to the Corona- 
tion Oath. I should like to have an oppor- 
tunity of examining it—I have not its 
terms in my mind—betore deciding 
whether it should be included in the 
reference ; but I do not see any reason 
in the nature of things why the Corona- 
tion Oath should not be dealt with by 
this Committee. If the noble Lord 


members ot the 





sufficiently important. and have not paid | leaves it to the Government, | shall move 
sufficient regard to the dominant con-| it on Thursday. and at the same time put 
siderations which for centuries have led} down the names of the Peers we should 
the nation to cherish the Protestant | propose to contribute to the Joint Com- 
J + ne. la al 4 - 2 TA | . . 

succession. That is a difticulty which, | mittee. 

The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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Lorp HERRIES: | have been ap-| a certain standard of efficiency in specified 
pealed to by the nobie Marquess, who courses of military instruction. I do 
appears to be ready to accept the motion not wish to detain your Lordships by a 
on condition that the words which he lengthy programme for the education 
has read to your Lordships are added. of young officers. but to make my 
1 thought that in proposing the motion meaning clear | must mention the outline 
| had made it as wide as possible, and | of the plan, the possibility of which is 
presumed that the Coinmittee would see the subject of my question. I suggest, 
that those guarantees which the noble then, that commissions in the cavalry 
Marquess seems to think necessary were and infantry of the Regular Army should 
carried out. But as the noble Marquess be given only to those candidates who 
prefers that in the reference to the Com- have served for a period of four years im 
mittee these words should be added in the Militia, the limit of age being from 
order to make that quite certain. | have seventeen to twenty-two. Four months 
no objection to their being added, of each year would be spent with the 
although I do not propose them myself. Militia battalion ; that is, three months 

preliminary drill and one month training. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: Will The remaining eight months. with some 
the noble Lord withdraw his motion now, deduction for leave. would be available 
and allow me to move it in its amended) for courses of military instruction, com- 
form on Thursday ? prising the School of Musketry at Hythe 

and use of machine guns; a garrison 

Lorp HERRIES: Yes. [beg to class very similar to the present course 
withdraw my motion. at Sandhurst ; signalling : elementary 

field engineering, similar to a course 

THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: On which used to be, and. I think, still is, 
Thursday next [I shall move, “That a conducted at Chatham ; the principles 
Joint Committee of both Houses be of sanitary science especially applicable 
appointed to consider the Declaration. to the dangers arising from large num- 
required of the Sovereign on his accession bers of men crowded for a considerable 
by the Bill of Rights, and to report period on a small area; instruction in 
whether its language can be modified) Army transport duties and in the care 
ly without diminishing its) and management of horses. to be learnt 
efficiency as a security for the main- by actual work in the stables, and pro 
tenance of the Protestant succession.” ficiency tested by the condition of the 
horses trained by the pupils themselves. 
It is very possible, as your Lordships are 
aware, to be a brilliant horseman but an 
utterly useless horse-keeper. 


advantageous 


THe Earn or CAMPERDOWN : 
Would that embrace the Coronsztion 
Oath ? 


THe MArRQUEsS OF SALISBURY : Sub- I would add one more subject. and that 
ject to examination of its terms. | do not ® most important one. A regimental 
think that the motion as amended would officer's duty is to instruct his men. A 
take in the Coronation Oath: that staff officer's duty is to instruct officers. 
would have to be a separate reference. Yet the art of imparting instruction to 

others. than which no more difticult art 

Motion, by leave of the House. with- exists, is nota recognised branch of study 


drawn. inthe Army. Your Lordships, no doubt, 
remember that in those days, when you 
MILITARY INSTRUCTION FOR contended with examinations, one man 


OFFICERS. could teach in a few weeks what another 

*THe Duke or BEDFORD: My Lords, could not teach in eternity. Ignorance 

I heg to ask the Under Secretary of State of the art of teaching is by no means con- 
ior War if. in future, it would be possible | fined to regimental officers. It is very 
to establish the rule that commissions | conspicuous amongst those exalted heroes 
lor cavalry and infantry in the Regular who dwell completely in the clouds on 
Army should only be granted to candi- | that military Olympus of the Army—the 
dates who have served for four years in| staff. All your Lordships who have been 
a Militia regiment, and who have reached | connected with the Service will recal 
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countless field days conducted by brilliant 
staff officers, which for the purposes of 
instruction to regiments and battalions 
and ofticers were the sorriest farces 
imaginable. The distinguished © staff 
officer and the learned scholar are alike 
useless as instructors if they scorn to 
learn how toteach. The entrance exami- 
nation to the Militia for Army candidates 
should be purely literary and qualifying, 
to ascertain if the candidates come up toa 
good standard of general capacity. rhe 
final examination at the end of the four 
years must be competitive, assuming that 
there are more candidates than vacant 
commissions : but with the details of these 
examinations | need not trouble vour 
Lordships. During the four years, six- 
teen months would be given to regimental 
duty and thirty-two months to courses of 
inilitary instruction. 

The advantages which I claim tor HN 
proposed — pla 
the problem of finding subalterns for the 
Militia is imme liately solved. The Secre- 
tary ot State for War has 
thet hy a rearrangement of 
by astamp of his foot and a stroke of his 
ao 


n are as follows :—First. 


announced 
bounties. 


pen and three copper pennies aay, 
50.000 tien are to be str ight was added 
to the Millttia. He does net mention the 
further magical means by which officers 
are to be produced. Secondly, Army 


eandidates are, at yresent, Useiess as COMI 


pany officers whilst in the Militia, because 
they have not vet learned the A BC of 
their duties. | 


would ensure the four 
vears Army candidate being during the 
last three years an inereasingly useful 
company officer in the Militia by remov- 
ing him trom that service if he showed 
that the reverse was the Thirdly, 
officers retiring from the Army, after a 
preliminary four vears in the Militia, are 
likely to return to the Militia battalions 
in which they have served, and in which 
they have triends. The return of officers 
from the Army to the Militia is most 
desirable. A last advantage 1s this. 1 
expect, my Lords, that nearly every 
Militia commanding officer has had the 
experience of having his battalion in- 
spected hy some distinguished soldier, 
whose remarks reveal an absolute igno- 
rance of the peculiarities of the foree 
which he is called upon to inspect. If 
every officer passed through the Militia 
nto the Army Army officers would per- 


The Duke of Bedford. 


Case, 


LORDS} 
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force become much better acquainted 
with the Militia than they are now, and 
the Militia and the Line would be more 
closely welded than at present. 

The advantage which the Army would 
derive trom my plan is the disappearance 
of the school-boy officer. When officers 
join the Line under the conditions | 
suggest, they will have done all their 
elementary schooling, and be available 
for continuous regimental duty. At 
present, young officers, during the first 
six or seven years of their service, have to 
away continually from their 
regiments to go through some of those 
which | propose thev should 
thoroughly accomplish before joining the 
Army. Taking young away 
from their regiments is most undesirable. 
and throws extra duty upon those officers 
left with the regiment. 
not so very long ago, a 
the Under Secretary of State for Wat 
recollection, that 


be sent 
courses 

ofthcers 
| well remem ber, 
nd iy noble friend 
will have the 
otheers were Suppose d to £0 to livthe and 


of their 
leave, in order to avoid throwing extra 


same 
other classes of instruction out 


garrison duty on officers remaining with 
the battalion. The disadvantage which 
I see for the public service is on the score 
ot expense. It will be necessary to give 
subalterns: pay to all Army eandidates 
all the year round. But a good and use- 
ful military training will be given to a 
very much larger number ot: 
present the case, and this 
military training will be very useful in 


times of emergency such as we have tor 


oOunge meh 


than is at 


the last vear and a hatt experienced, 

[ foresee. my Lords, great opposition 
to the scheme | suggest from many 
quarters. | have not myself had the 
advantages of a Sandhurst edueation, 
but I know that Sandhurst is a 
sacred institution in the eyes of the 
War Office, and that changes such as | 
suggest would be strenuously opposed fot 
the sake of preserving Sandhurst as It is. 
Public schoolmasters would probably be 


most 


opposed to my plan, for it does away 
with the Army classes at public schools. 
I daresay that Army tutors and crammers 
will not approve ot it. Then parents of 
unsuecesstul candidates will ask, “ What 


are we to do with our sons when they are 


returned to us at twenty-two years of age, 
having failed to get into the Army! 


My Lords, there is but one answer to 
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all such objections, and it is, I think, an 
amply sufficient one. The Army exists 
for the defence of the country. It 
does not exist for the benefit of Sand- 
hurst professors, public school peda- 
gogues, or even prolific parents. If 
the particular interests of particular 
classes are to come first, the interests 
of the Army must come second and 
suffer accordingly. 

*THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE vor WAR (Lord) RAGLAN): 
My Lords, although the noble Duke's 
question was a very small one on paper, 
his speech embraced a variety of subjects, 
for he alluded to everything from the 
first appointment of officers to the 
final inspection of their battalions. | 


Preservation of Ancient 


aim not in a position to give a thorough 
description of all the methods which 
might be adopted for the first appoint- 
ment of officers to commissions, whether 
eandidates for the Militia or otherwise. 
The whole question, as the noble Duke is 
aware, IS a very difficult and a very 
complicated and most 
earetul consideration, which we propose 
as soon as possible to give to it. The 
suggestion that officer should 
serve for four year ina Militia battalion, 


and the other suggestions of the noble 


one, requires 


every 


Duke, would be very startling changes 
in the present system, and if they were 
adopted officers would either join the 
Army at an unduly late age. or else 
woud leave their school at an unduly 
early age. As rule neither 
ot these courses would be a good one. 
I can assure the noble Duke that at this 
moment in the War Office there is a 
tendency to look with greater intelligence 
on the claims of Militia officers than 
perhaps was the case in the past, and 
with that tendency I most cordially 
sympathise. 

LorD MONKSWELL: The noble Duke 
seems to think it would be a capital 
thing to do away with the Army classes 
in public schools. I have only risen 
to say that in my opinion to do that 
would be a very retrograde step indeed. 
Those classes have done a great amount 
of good work in the past, and I should 
he very sorry to see them abolished. 


a general 


PRESERVATION OF ANCIENT INDIAN 
MONUMENTS. 

*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 

My Lords, I wish to ask the Under Secre- 
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tary of State for India who it was that 
sanctioned the vandalism at Bijapur, 
described by Lord Stanmore on page 204 
of the Imperial and Colonial Magazine 
of December :— 


“Thear that this fine monument has now 
(1895) been turned into a house for the deputy 
engineer, cut up and ruined by lath and plaster 
partitions and ceilings, divided by floors, and 
its arabesques defaced by wall papers. The 
oratory is a lady’s bedroom, and its delicately- 
carved mihrab, with a door fitted to it, is 
converted into a cupboard for hanging up 
dresses.” 


I am glad that the first oceasion of my 


making the acquaintance of the noble 
Lord the Under Secretary for India 


should be through the medium of a 
question which is of an entirely non- 
contentious character. | say non-con- 
tentious because it is well known that 
the Viceroy has done all in his power 
to discourage the destruction of ancient 
monuments; and when | the 
question in I was assured of the sympathy 
of a high official in the India Office. 
The monument to which | refer, and 
which has been almost destroyed, was 
that of an ancient historical tomb mear 
Bijapur. It has not only the 
subject of vandalism, but also of dese- 
cration, for this fine monument has been 
turned into a house for the deputy 
engineer, and the oratory into a lady's 
bedroom. It is a misfortune that this 
article was not published sooner, so that 
the attention of the India Government 
could have been drawn to what was 
going on. The article was written in 
1873, but only published this year. In 
the coneluding words of the article 
Lord Stanmore says :— 


ooyve 
ga 


been 


‘* They are terrible vandals, too, are some of 

these officials. [ was driving with a high 
functionary at Ahmedabad and complimented 
him on the excellence of the roads where there 
was so little road metal. ‘Yes, he said, 
‘thereare plenty of tombs and temples here. 
[ do not know what we shall do when they are 
used up.’ ” 
Before I sit down, | would venture to 
say that I read with much satisfaction 
the able and eandid reply of the noble 
Earl the Under Secretary for India 
to the captious remarks that were made 
on his appointment. 


* THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR INDIA (The Earl of Harpwicke) : 
My Lords, the question which the 
noble Lord has placed on the Paper 
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is based upon an extract taken from an 
article written by Lord Stanmore in 1873. 
Lord Stanmore, in that article, reters to 
a visit he paid to Bijapur, and to the 
night he spent in a certain mausoleum. 
He published this article in December last, 
and, I presume, desiring to be accurate, 
he put a foot-note at the bottom of the 
page in which these words occur : * I hear 
that this fine monument.” ete. The 
noble Lord, I understand, has no further 
evidence that there has been any act of 
vandalism committed than the statement 
of Lord Stanmore that he heard that this 
had happened. It is possibly the case 
that a deputy engineer lives in this 
particular tomb, but I do not know 
whether this is so or not. In Bijapur 
there are hundreds and hundreds of 
tombs, and if the Indian Government 
had to preserve every tomb that exists 
in Bijapur it is very questionable whether 
the resources of India would be equal to 
the task. In 1872 the India Govern- 
nent decided to make Bijapur a civil 
station. They have since that time had 
an archeological examination made of all 
the mausolea and tombs. and they de- 
cided in 1890 that forty-four should be 
maintained in good repair, and that a 
further forty-six should be saved from 
decay. So far as the other tombs are 
concerned, | think it is more than pro- 
bable that various inhabitants of the 
town are using them as living-houses. 
I do not think that the particular tomb 
to which the noble Lord has referred— 
namely, Khawas Khan—can be a very 
important one, because it does not occur 
in either of the two lists that the Indian 
Government have had made of the tombs 
that they mean to maintain in repair ; 
but it is quite possible that Lord Stanmore 
may have been thinking of what is known 
as the Khawas Khan. If 
that is the case, | am happy to tell the 
noble Lord that this is on the list to be 
maintained in good repair, and that the 
Indian Government are paying every 
attention to the matter. [ am Sorry ] 
have not been able to give the noble Lord 
more information. The India Office 
communicated with India when the ques- 
tion was first put down, and the only 
reply we have had has been a telegram 
to the effect that every inquiry has been 
made, and that full particulars will be 


mosque ot 


received by the India Office, regarding 


The Earl of Hardwicke, 


{LORDS} 
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the rooms referred to in the question on 
the Paper, in the course of next month. 
If the noble Lord wants further informa- 
tion, I shall be pleased to give it to him 
later. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR’S PATRON. 
AGE—CASE OF REY. A. N. VOWLER. 
Tue Earn or MOUNT EDGCUMBE 

asked the Lord Chancellor if his atten- 

tion had been directed to a letter in 
the Westminster Gazette of 15th March, 
from a clergyman (the Rev. A. N. Vowler), 

stating that after he had been offered a 

benefice. and paid certain fees, the offer 

had been cancelled. 


Tne LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspusy): My Lords, it is pertectly 
true that, by reason of certain recommen- 
dations which | thought I had a right to 
rely on, I offered this small benefice in 
Devonshire to the reverend gentleman 
whose name has been mentioned. For 
reasons which, | am sure, your Lordships 
will appreciate, I have thought it right to 
make it a rule that every clergyman to 
whom I offered preferment should under- 
take to render proper canonical obedience 
to his Bishop. This was the only condi- 
tion I proposed to this reverend gentle- 
man. He then said he had a conscien- 
tious objection. He had already men- 
tioned to my secretary that he hesitated 
to give any such pledge. I thought it 
right that he should have an opportunity 
of seeing me himself, and he then ex- 
plained that his objection was founded on 
the declaration he had signed against 
simony. When that objection was made 
to me I confess I had not the least idea 
of what it meant, and I have not at this 
moment. I have not the faintest concep- 
tion of how a promise to render canonical 
obedience to the diocesan can by any 
conceivable perversion of the imagina- 
tion be regarded as having anything to do 
with simony. I wish that when the 
reverend gentleman wrote to the news- 
papers he had thought right to add that 
the fees had been returned to him, as one 
of the inferences to be drawn from his 
communication is that fees had been 
exacted from him and not returned. 
Whatever fees there are, my right hon. 
friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
is interested in, and not any officer of 
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mine. The fees were not in one sense 
exacted at all, because his own cheque 
was sent back to him exactly as it was 
received. [I cannot imagine how any 
human intellect could extract out of the 
declaration against simony any such con- 
scientious objection: but it may 
trouble to those who think it right to 
apply to me for such ecclesiastical 
patronage as it is my duty to distribute, 
if | point out that [ shall always insist 
upon that condition every time I offer 
ecclesiastical preferment. It does not 
appear to me to have anything to 
do with the law of simony, and 
| should have doubted whether anyone 
of ordinary education could think so. 
It is enough to say that if this reverend 
gentleman has a conscience in one 
direction, [ have a conscience in another, 
and my conscience will not allow me to 
confer a benefice on a person who is not 
prepared to obey the laws of the Church. 


save 


Tue Lorp Brsnop or MANCHESTER : 
[ should like to point out, in view of 
what the noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack has said, that if this 
amounts to simony, then every clergyman 
of the Chureh of England is guilty of 
simony, for no clergyman can be insti- 
tuted to any benefice without making the 
promise referred to. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
past Six of the clock till 
Thursday next, half-past 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 19th March, 1901. 


BePrRiIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


WESTINGHOUSE 
MANUFACTURING 


BRITISH 
AND 
BILL. 
Order [25th February]. That the Bill 

he referred to the Examiners of Petitions 

for Private Bills, read, and discharged. 


ELECTRIC 
COMPANY 


Bill withdrawn. 
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Business. 390 
STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
inittee: 


1. ° That. in the case of the London 
County Council (Tramways and Street 
Widenings) Petition, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with ; 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill, provided that the powers 
to construct Tramways Nos. 2, 4. 5, 7, 
8; Say SBy 8x9; 10: TOAp 14. TA. and 
11B be struck out of the Bill: That the 
Committee on the Bill do report how tar 
such Order has been complied with.” 

2. “ That. in the case of the Brompton 
and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill { Lords], 
the Standing Orders ought to be dis- 
pensed with: That the parties he per- 
mitted to proceed with their Bill. pro- 


vided that Railways Nos. 2. 3. 4. 5, 6. 
and 7 be struek out of the Bill: That 
the Committee on the Bill do report 


how far such Order has been complied 
with.” 


> 


3. ° That, in the ease of the Chester 
Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with : That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill, provided that 
Tramways Nos. 1, 2. and 3, and so much 
of Tramway No. 6 as lies beyond the 
City boundary, be struck out of the 
Bill: That the Committee on the Bill 
do report how far such Order has been 
complied with.” os ain 

$. “ That. in the case of the South 
Lancashire Tramways Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with : That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill, provided that 
the powers to construct Tramways Nos. 
7 and & be struck out of the Bill: That 
the Committee on the Bill do report how 
far such Order has been complied with.” 

5. That. in the ease of the Wigan 
Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords]. the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with: That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill, provided that 
Tramway No. 2 be struck out of the 
Bill: That the Committee on the Bill 
do report how far such Order has been 
complied with.” 


> 


6. ° That, in the ease of the Thames 
Piers and River Service Bill, Petition of 
the ‘ Watermen and Lightermen of the 
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River Thames’ for dispensing with 
Standing Order 129 in the case of their 
Petition against the Bill, the said Stand- 
ing Order ought to be dispensed with.” 

7. “ That, in the case of the Barry 
Railway Company, Petition for leave to 
deposit a Petition for Bill. the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with: 
That the parties be permitted to deposit 
their Petition for a Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS),. 
Report [this day] from the Select 

(Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
John Burns and Mr. Lough. 


SELECTION. 

Mr. HaALSryY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had 
selected Mr. Baird to be a member of 
the Parliamentary Panel of Members of 
this House to act as Coinmissioners in 
pursuance of the provisions ot the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, in the place of Sir Charles 
Dalrymple. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


BEER BILL. 
from Leighton : 
to lie upon the 


Petitions in favour, 
Liverpool - and Coates : 
Table. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 

GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 

TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions tor alteration of Law, from 
Searborough ; Barnsley ; and National 
Union ot Teachers; to lie 


Table. 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS). 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Warbleton ; and Midhurst ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petition from Duniper Green, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 


Petitions for extension to women. 


from Manchester; Birmingham and 
other places; and Women Workers in 


the Cotton Factories of Laneashire - 


to lie upon the Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 

Petition trom Isle of Wight, against 
alteration of Law: to lie upon the 
Table. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Erith ; and Thornhill : to lie upon the 
Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in) favour, from Redhill - 

and Guildford ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Sheftield 
(forty-one); East Renfrewshire (two); 
Mossley ; Bainbridge; North Shields; 


Bampton ; Birminghain (eleven) ; Hands- 
worth ; Inverness (eleven); Sparkhill ; 
Droylsden; Tiverton; Goole; South 


London; Plymouth; (three); Kings- 
wood; ‘Tottenham; Redditch;  Edin- 


3urslem ; London (four) ; 

Chorley : Upper 
Manchester (two); 
Rotherham ; 


burgh (eleven) ; 
Glasgow (twelve) ; 
Holloway; Frant ; 
Liverpool (eighteen) ; 
Knighton ; Motherwell (three);  East- 
bourne: Ealing Dean; Margate; 
Shrewsbury ; West Kensington ; Blooms- 
bury: Walworth (two); Ticehurst ; 
Kennington (two); Brixton — Hill; 
Chernside West ; Heaton Mersey ; York; 


Leeds (thirteen) ; ‘liverton-on-Avon ; 
Camberwell (three); Peckham (two); 
Stratford; West Ham;  Ashurst; 


Brighton ; Chailey (two); North Taw- 
ton (two); Torry ; Birkenhead (three) ; 
Lewes (two); Withington (three); 
Clapham (three) ; Elgin ; Bishops Stort- 
ford (three); Leytonstone (twelve) ; 
Forest Gate: Bath; Harrow Green; 
Pollokshaws ; Winchester ; Bristol 
(seven) ; Llandyssiliogogo (two) ; Wheat- 


yey Hill (two); Cilfynydd; Penzance ; 
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Cardigan; Littlehampton: Farnham ; 
Ecclesall ; Renton: Salisbury ; Falkirk 
(two); Clynder Rosneath: Newquay ; 
Wylve; St. Ives (four): Woodhouse 
Hill; Elland; Hanwell:  Rastrick ; 
Abernethy ; Gloucetser (two); Lanark 
(two); Brockley : Lambeth ; Wilmslow ; 
Woodford Green : Muirhead : Penpont ; 
Garston (two); Mile End; Portswood ; 
Harrow; Penycae: Lockerbie; Lewis- 
ham; Pudsey Valley: Holm;  Dal- 
keith ; Bradford ; Stockport ; Dartford ; 
Ashwater ; Llanfyllin (four) ; Grantown- 
on-Spey: Old = Machar: Ivybridge ; 
Peterhead ; Sparkbrook (two); North 
Kensington ; Deptford (two); Worcester ; 


Wihuslow ; Pagham: Tranent ; Brad- 
ford-on-Avon ; Corsham (two); Bath- 


Machynlleth ; Oldham ; 
(Yorks.) (five) ; 


gate; Kilburn ; 
Finsbury: Bradford 


Great Lumley: Queen's Park. : Hunt- 
ingdon ; Croydon (eighteen); Maldon ; 
West Croydon (three): South Nor- 
wood (two); Woodside; Thornton 
Heath (three): Norwood ; Upper Nor- 


wood (four); Upper Caterham ; Staly- 
bridge ; Maidenhead ; Reach ; Baildon ; 
Lee; Market Lavington ; South Pether- 
ton: Taunton (three) ; Dublin ; Wishaw ; 
School Board for London; Staines ; 
‘Toekwith : Cambridge : Fulbourn ; 
Leicester (fourteen) : Lambeth ; 


Kast 


Chesterton: Bridgwater (two); Sack- 
more; Extord: Brixton (two); Altrin- 
cham ; Clitheroe : Cubitt Town ; Tenby 
Derby; Griffithstown: = Washford ; 
Rugby; Banff: Duntermline; Hare- 
court; Bridlington: Morley (three) ; 


Watchet ; Old Kent Road : Wolverhamp- 
ton (two) ; Rushden ; Waterhouses (two) ; 
Penrhyn; Durham (three); Delton ; 
Wellington ; Willenhall: Short Heath ; 
New Brancepeth (five) : Tudhoe Colliery 
(three); Highworth; Aberdeen (two) ; 
Seaford; Brandon Colliery ; Ripley ; 
Middleton (eight): Thirsk ; Barwick-in- 
Ehuet ; Nicklefield : Uddingstone ; 
Stockwell ; Cottingley : South Nutfield ; 
Red Hill (three) : Greenock (two) , Mil- 
tom ; Ossett (two); Shotts ; Milton ; St. 
Just; Searborough (three); Higham ; 
Criccieth ; Wattord: Knaresborough 
(two) ; Pateley Bridge : Cilcain ; Lennen 
Cramlington Colliery (two); North 
Seaton ; Winchester ; Chesterfield (five) ; 
Norton; Appledore (two); Penrith ; 
Sheerness (two); Langwarthby ; New- 
biggin ; Stainton ; Wigton ; (two) ; Kes- 
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wick; Anfield; Newmains; Malvern 
(two) ; Northumberland ; Great Malvern : 


Llanllwchaiarn (two); Gulval; Hey 
moor; Tregavra; Long Rock; Pen 


zance (ten); Mousehole ; Marazion ; New 
Mill; Melksham; Ysbytty Ifan; Dei- 
niolen ; Hipperholme; Marple (two) ; 
Hyde Town; Brimington (three) ; 
Whittington Moor; Ryton-on-Tyne ; 
Birtley; Royton (three); Oldham ; 
Leith ; Brampton ; Aberchirder ; Nymps- 
field; Stroud (three); Nailsworth ; 
Heanor (two); Stonehouse ; Charfield ; 
Barnsley (four) ; Woodchester ; Dolwyd- 
delan ; Radcliffe (three); Halton Lea 
Gate ; Cromhall ; Cotlessie ; Newburgh ; 
Farnworth (twelve); Llandudno (two) ; 
Kensal Town: Kirkdale ; Penimaenmawr 
(nine): Dwygyvtylehi (two); Houghton 
le-Spring ; Tavistock ; Dewsbury ; Miln- 
row (two); Denton ; Sandiacre (three) ; 
Batley ; Whitefield ; Long Eaton ; Hols- 
worthy (two); Frodsham ; Edmonton ; 
Dulwich ; Kidderminster (three) ; Hkes- 
ton (two); Partick ; Haltwhistle ; Dar- 
lington; Droylsden; Bolton (four) ; 
Swindon ; Langley Moor (two) ; Brandon 
Colliery (three); Esh Winning : Stone: 
Uphoiland; Ormskirk ; and 
Srow nes Colliery ; to lie upon the Table. 


} . 
haven 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Avr (four) ; 
Stonehaven;  Saltoun; 
(two); Govan (two); 
Harthill; Bowmore; Sanquhar; New- 
burgh; Wick; Edinburgh (three) ; 
Ceres ; Craigneuk ; Motherwell ; Airdrie 
Kilbrandon and Kilehattan; Dalziel 
(two); Cupar: Rothes; Dunfermline ; 
Forres ; Strathaven ; Dunbar; Carluke 


Campbeltown 
Perth (three) : 


(two); Broughty Ferry; Douglas : 
Eecletechan (two); Kirriemuir; Thorn- 
hill; Dalkeith; Peterhead; Marnoeh 
(two): Thurso; Bathgate; Eastwood ; 


Glasgow (three); Stornoway; Largs 
(two); Renton ; Cromarty (three); Brae- 
mar: Kelso; Peebles (three) ; Salteoats ; 


Helensburgh; Morebattle : Fraserburgh : 


Stonehaven ; Alloa; Rutherglen; Dal- 
muir; Blairgowrie; Clydebank ; Dun- 


fermline; Dennistown: Lanarkshire : 
Caldereruix (two); Shotts; Ardessier ; 
Blantyre ; Tain (two); Fountainbridge ; 
Partick ; and Dunoon ; to lie upon the 


Table. 
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SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 
Petition from Inverkeithing, against ; 


to lie upont he Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Cilfynydd, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


VIVISECTION. 
Petition from Bristol, for prohibition ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 14th March, 1901, declaring that 
William C. Hoskins, Labourer, Royal 
Laboratory, War Department, was ap- 
pointed without a Civil Service Certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of the 
Head of his Department [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (USE OF 
LEAD IN THE MANUFACTURE OF 


POTTERY). 

Copy presented. of teports received 
by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department from Professor T. E. 
Thorpe, C.B., LL.D., F.R.S., Principal of 
the Government Laboratory. on the Use 
of Lead in the Manufacture of Pottery 
jby Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA, 

Copy presented, of Papers relating to 
negotiations between Commandant Louis 
Botha and Lord Kitchener [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENG- 
LAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND). 
 *Return ordered, * showing, for the year 
ended the 3lst day of March, 1901, 
(1) the amount contributed by England, 
Scotland, and Ireland. respectively, to the 
Revenue collected by Imperial officers ; 
(2) the expenditure on English, Scottish, 
and Irish services met out of such 
Revenue: and (3) the balances of Re- 
venue contributed by England, Scotland, 
and Ireland, respectively, which are 
available for Imperial Expenditure (in 
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continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. of Session 1900).”—(CV/r. 


yoy 
oob, 


Lough.) 
IMPERIAL REVENUE (COLLECTION 
AND EXPENDITURE) (GREAT 


BRITAIN AND IRELAND). 

Return ordered, ** relating to Imperial 
Revenue (Collection and Expenditure) 
(Great Britain and Ireland) for the year 
ending the 31st day of March, 1901 (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 337, of Session 1900)."—(CVr. Lough.) 


WEXFORD COUNTY — COUNCIL 4 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 
Return ordered, “ giving the Report 
of the Judgment delivered in the Irish 
Court ot Appeal on Monday the 25th day 
of February last, together with the 
Affidavits on both sides, and the Letter 
of the Loeal Government Board reterred 
to in the said Judgment with the Reply 
of the County Wexford County Council 
thereto.” —(Sir Thomas Esmonde.) 


LEAD POISONING. 
Address tor “ Return showing, with 
reference to the eases of Lead Poisoning 


reported during the years 1899 and 
L900, in the earthenware and = china 


industry (a) the severity of the attack, 
(b) the number (if any) of previous 


attacks, and (c) the main symptoms 
referable to Lead Poisoning.””-—(CVr. 


Jessel ‘llings.) 


OULSTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR--PEACE NEGO- 
TIATIONS WITH BOER GENERALS. 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 1 

beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 

Colonies whether he can now make a 

statement as to the present position of 

the pourparlers which it is alleged have 
been or are being conducted with General 

Botha, General De Wet, and_ possibly 

other generals, with reference to a 

cessation of active hostilities, as regards 

all or certain portions of the forces still 
opposing the British arms in South 

Africa. 

The following questions also appeared 
on the Paper :— 

Mr. SCHWANN : To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he ean now give 
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to have been established with General 
Botha and other generals in South 
Africa, with reference to the cessation of 
active hostilities between all or certain 
portions of the forces still opposing the 
British arms in that country. 


sin E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Keclesall) : To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is now 
in « position to give the House informa- 
tion as to the recent peace negotiations 
with the Boer generals. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
tue COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): General Botha has 
informed Lord Kitchener by letter that 
he is not disposed to recommend the 
terlus of peace, which Lord Kitchener 
was Instructed to offer him. to the earnest 
consideration of his Government. He 
adds that his Government and his chief 
officers entirely agree with his views. I 
propose to lay the Papers connected with 
the negotiations on the Table to-night. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Can the right hon. Gentleman say 
what were the terms offered ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Member will find them in the Papers 
which | propose to lay. 


HOSPITALS COMMISSION--PAYMENTS 
TO COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy): [ beg to 
ask the Secretary tothe Treasury whether 
he can state the amount of salary paid 
respectively to members of the Hospital 
Commission in addition to the amount 
allowed for personal expenses. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour. Manchester, 
E.): A sum of £1,250 was paid to each 
member of the Commission except the 
chairman. 


Mr. DALZIEL : 


that he was unpaid ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Do we understand 


NEW ARMY PENSION SCHEME. 


Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
VOL. XCI. 


[FouRTH SERIEs. | 
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the result of the negotiations, reported | 
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can state when the pensions which the 
Government have promised and sketched 
the details of will be declared and paid to 
the widows and orphans of men who have 
perished in South Africa in the British 
ranks ; and will the scheme apply to the 
widows and children of all men who have 
lost their lives in action, by accident, or 
in consequence of wounds or disease 
caused by service in the campaign. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The date will shortly be fixed 
by warrant. As regards the second 
paragraph, the scheme will apply to the 
widows and children of men on the 
married establishment—which includes 
mobilised Reservists, embodied Militia- 
men, Volunteers and Yeomen—who 
since October, 1899, have been killed 
in action, or died of wounds or injuries 
received, or of disease medically certified 
as contracted or commencing while on 
active service. 


WARM CLOTHING FOR RETURNING 
TROOPS. 

Mr. ORR-EWING (Ayr Burghs): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the private 
funds from which invalided soldiers 
returning home from South Africa have 
been supplied throughout the campaign 
with greateoats and warm clothing are 
now exhausted, and that in consequence 
such soldiers are constantly returning 
without them; and whether he will 
undertake that such necessary clothing 
for the voyage will be supplied from 
Government sources. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Clothing Regu- 
lations (paragraphs 425-430) fuily pro- 
vide for the issue of the necessary warm 
clothing for invalided soldiers. Under 
the orders of the general ofticer command- 
ing at the port of embarkation general 
officers commanding Cape and Natal 
were instructed in June last to ensure 
compliance with these regulations. No 
reports have been received of men return- 
ing without proper warm clothing. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (Westmin- 


-ster): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
‘inquire how many invalided soldiers 


arrived by the * Simla” last week, and 
by the “ Bavarian ” a short time before, 
without any greatcoats / 


P 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: | will certainly 
inquire. 


PURCHASES OF ARMY HORSES IN 
CANADA. 

*Mr. GILBERT PARKER 
end): IL beg to the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he 
can explain why the agents of the 
Government, purchasing horses — for 
the use of the Army in South Africa, 
have only purchased 3.738 in Canada as 
against 7,901 purchased in Australia, 
and 26,310 from the United States ; and 
whether the Canadian Government have 
drawn the attention of [lis Majesty's 
Government to this matter. 


ask 


*THeE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The pur- 
chase of horses in Canada was limited 
by the shortness of the season and the 
approach of the Canadian winter, and the 
prices of the horses and cobs were much 
higher than those paid for similar animals 
obtained in the United States and in 
Australia. Some correspondence has 
passed respecting this matter with the 
Agent General for Canada. 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmar- 
ket): Is there any chance of remount 
depdts being established in Canada ! 


*Lorp STANLEY: Yes, it is hoped to 
establish a remount depot in Canada. 
The whole subject is now under considera- 
tion. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) : Does Canada 
contribute anything towards the cost of 


the war ! 


[No answer was given. ] 


Mr. MACDONA (Southwark, Rother- 
hithe): In what way does the Canadian 
winter prevent the purchase of the horses? 


*Lorp STANLEY : We cannot purchase 
horses in winter and send them on a 
tropical passage to South Africa. 


YEOMANRY TRAINING. 


Mr. STOCK (Liverpool, Walton): I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State tor War 
whether he can state what period of 
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training will be required for Yeomanry 
regiments this vear ; whether the date of 
coming out will be left to the discretion 
of colonels of respective regiments ; 
whether training under canvas will be 
compulsory ; and whether recruiting is 
|to be practically unlimited up to a 
strength of 500 men per regiment. 


*Lorp STANLEY: As | have already 
explained to the House, an Army Order 
will shortly be published giving the neces- 
sary Information. 


QUEEN VICTORIA'S FUNERAL 
SCOTTISH VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for Waa 
if he will state how many Volunteers 
eame to London from Scotland on the 
invitation of the War Office for the pur- 
pose of attending the ceremonies on the 
oceasion of the Queen's funeral on 2nd 
February last ; and will he say how much 
was paid for their travelling expenses, 
tood, and accommodation. 


*Lorp STANLEY: The numbers of 
Volunteers from Scotland amounted to 
twenty-four officers and 800 men. It is 
not possible to state the figures required 
by the second paragraph without a 


detailed examination ot the various 
' accounts. 
VOLUNTEER SERGEANT-MAJORS’ 


PAY. 

Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War will he explain why the sergeant- 
majors of consolidated battalions of 
Volunteers with than six 
| panies at headquarters recelve only the 
;same rate of pay and allowances as 
sergeant-majors In charge of outlying 
| companies of administrative battalions ; 
and whether he will consider the pro- 
priety of either granting to the former 
an Increased rate of pay, or of granting 
them the same rank and pay as warrant 
officers sergeant-majors in the Militia. 


| 
j more COlN- 


Lord STANLEY: Volunteer 
| of six companies and upwards are entitled 
| to a regimental acting sergeant-major. 
who is. selected from the 
| staff by the commanding officer of the 
| corps and receives the pay of his rank 


corps 


permanent 
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and 6d. a day extra. This non-commis- 
sioned officer, whether in a consolidated 
or seattered battalion, is responsible for 
the duties of regimental sergeant-major, 
and his work is not confined to the par- 
ticular Company or companies at  head- 
quarters where he may be stationed. 
There 1s, aceordingly, no reason tor the 
differentiation of pay suggested. 


MARK IV. BULLETS REJECTED. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the See- 
retary of State for War if he will state how 
many Mark IV. bullets have been broken 
up since the commencement of the 
South African campaign ; and in what 
respect they were useless. 


Lord STANLEY: The number of 
Mark IV. bullets broken up since the 


‘commencement of the war is about 
four and a half millions. Cartridges 
made with these bullets were. under 


certain conditions, found to strip in the 
barrel. It was therefore undesirable to 
make these bullets up into cartridges. 


MEDICAL ARRANGEMENTS AT 
SHOEBURYNESS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that no pro- 
vision exists in cases of illness among 
officers at Shoeburyvness, there being no 
hospital, no arrangement for nurses, 
and not even a single member of the 
Army Medical Corps; whether he is 
aware that this week a voung officer who 
had served in South Africa was taken 
il with double pleurisy which resulted | 
in double pneumonia, that he was left 
in his own quarters, where he died, and 
had it not been for his parents would 
have had no nurse or medical appliances ; 
that recently in consequence of an officer 
leveloping scarlet fever, the whole batch 
of officers in that officer’s quarter had 
to be put under tents; and whether 
immediate steps will be taken to provide 

suitable hospital, nurses, and appli- 
inces at Shoeburyness for officers when 
taken ill there. 

Mr. BRODRICK: It 


has not been 


iound possible to provide accommodation 
ior hospital wards for officers at home 
‘tations except at Netley and Woolwich, | 


( 
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and in special cases at Aldershot. Officers, 
except when suffering from wounds or 
illness from active service, are only 
admitted to these hospitals on the re- 
commendation of a medical board. At 
Shoeburyness there are two medical 
officers. For the case of pneumonia one 
day and one night nurse were engaged 
from the beginning by the medical officer 
and remained to the last. As regards the 
case of scarlet fever some young officers 
residing in the same corridor were very 
properly removed. It does not appear a 
hardship that they were placed under 
canvas. 


(Questions. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman undertake that some accom- 
modation should be provided for these 
severe cases, so that an officer need not 
die without any attention, as this young 
officer did ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : The officer in ques- 
tion was attended by a proper medical 
officer, and by a day nurse and a night 
nurse, and I do not admit that in the 
officers’ quarters proper attention is not 
given to officers who are ill. 


SOLDIERS’ PENSIONS——-CASE 
PATRICK GUINAN., 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that an applica- 
tion for an increase of pension was re- 
ceived by the Secretary, Royal Hospital, 
Chelsea, on 26th ultimo, from Patrick 
Guinan, pensioner of the 55th Regiment 
of Foot, who had eleven years service 
from 1858 to 1869, of which nine years 
were in Africa and India; and, seeing 
that this man was discharged on account 
of debility from climatic causes, received 
a good conduct badge, is now in receipt 
ot only 4d. per diem pension, and is more 
than sixty years of age and unable to 
work, whether his case will be considered 
with a view to an increase of his pension. 


OF 


Lorp STANLEY : The application was 
received at Chelsea and the applicant 
was informed that he was receiving 
the full amount of pension to which he 
was entitled under the regulations. 
The man was discharged as unfit for 
further service owing to melancholia 
and this disease was not due to service, 


P2 
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but was developed by intemperance. 
The case is not one for further con- 
sideration. 


NAVY—BELLEVILLE BOILERS. 

Sir CHRISTOPHER FURNESS 
(Hartlepool) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether he can state 
the number and description of ships, now 
in course of construction for His Majesty's 
Navy, for which Belleville boilers will be 
retained on the ground that the work is 
so far advanced that any alteration of 
type of boiler would delay the completion 
of the ships; can he explain why this 
type of boiler is to be retained when the 
Boiler Committee cannot recommend it 
as the best adapted to the requirements of 
His Majesty's Navy, and definitely advise 
that in tuture ships these boilers be not 
fitted in any case; and will he give the 
total number of ships fitted with Belle- 
ville boilers. with number of engineers, 
artificers, and stokers on board of these 
ships. 


THe SECRETARY vo tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLp-Forster, Belfast. 
W.): The question of what ships now in 
course of construction and designed to 
receive Belleville boilers can be furnished 
with other types of boilers without delay 
is under the careful consideration of the 
Admiralty, but the necessary inquiries 
have not vet been completed. It is not 
proposed to retain the Belleville boiler 
in ships in which other boilers of a better 
type can be inserted without involving 
serious delay. The total number of ships 
fitted with Belleville boilers is as follows : 
‘Twenty-six vessels in commission or ready 
for commissioning. and forty in the hands 
of the makers. The seagoing comple- 
ments of the former class are :——120 chief 
or other engineer officers, 263 artificers, 
2,995 stoker ratings. The seagoing com- 
plements of the other ships under con- 
struction are :-—246 chief or other en- 
gineer officers, 533 artificers, 6,400 stoker 
ratings. 


ROYAL MARINES—PENSION REGULA- 
TIONS. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether, in view of the 
fact that non-commissioned officers and 
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/men of the Army are allowed to continue 


serving after completing twenty-one years 
service, and thereby increasing their pen- 
sions, the Admiralty are prepared to ex- 
tend the same privilege to the Royal 
Marines, by adopting the principle laid 
down in the Royal Warrant (Army) 
Article 1164, so as to place them on an 
equal footing with the Army in respect to 
pension. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The ques- 
tion referred to by the hon. Member is at 
present under the consideration of the 
Admiralty, and the existing Regulations 
are being reviewed, but no decision has 
vet been arrived at. 


CHINA—ANGLO-RUSSIAN DISPUTE 
AT TIENTSIN. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire. 
W.R., Barnsley): I beg toask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can give the House any in- 
formation in regard to the reported 
seizure by Russia of land at ‘Tientsin 


which is mortgaged to British bond- 
holders. 
THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


INDIA (Lord G. Haminrox, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have little to add to m\ 
answer of the 15th March on this subject.* 
pending a settlement of the immediate 
difference by the military authorities on 
the spot. Sentries on both sides remain 
in their previous positions, with strict 
orders not to assume the aggressive. No 
disturbance is anticipated. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: May I ask 
whether negotiations are proceeding 
between the British and the Russian 
Governments with regard to this matter! 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : I must ask for 


notice of that question. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: | 
heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he can give 
the House the correct version of the inci- 
dent arising from the dispute as to the 
railway siding at Tientsin, and especially 
whether the British ofticer in command 
has received instructions from His Ma- 


* See page 72. 
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jesty’s Government, or from His Majesty's 
Minister at Peking, not to resist the 
seizure by Russian troops of the land 
necessary for the railway siding. 


LorD G. HAMILTON: No instrue- 
tions of the character suggested have 
been issued. 


\NGLO-GERMAN AGREEMENT AND 
MANCHURIA. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On 
behalf of the hon. Member for North 
Roscommon, I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Anglo-German Agreement 
about China applies to Manchuria. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
(RANBORNE): The first clause of the 
Anglo-German Agreement expresses the 
agreement of the two Powers to observe 
freedom of trade on the ports in the rivers 
and littoral of China wherever they can 
exercise influence. The second clause 
states that they will not make use of the 
present complication to obtain for them- 
any territorial advantages in 
Chinese dominions, and will direct their 
policy towards maintaining undiminished 
the territorial condition of the Chinese 
Empire. ‘This provision is without 
qualification. 


selves 


CHINA—FO-KIEN. 

Me. WILLIAM REDMOND: On 
behalf of the hon. Member for North 
Roscommon, I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has any information to the 
effect that Japan has notified the Chinese 
Government that if the Manchurian 
Convention is signed Japan will insist on 
establishing a protectorate over the 
province of Fo-Kien. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: 


JAPAN AND 


No, Sir. 


AND HAN-KAU 
CONCESSION. 
Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I beg to 

ask the Under Secretary of State for 

Foreign Affairs whether the concession 

for the construction of a railway from 

Canton to Han-kau, which had been 

obtained by an American syndicate, has 

been transferred by them to the Belgian 


CANTON 
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syndicate which already held the conces- 
sion for a railway from Peking to Han- 


kau. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: We are in- 

formed that the concession has not been 
transferred, and is still owned by the 
American company, but that the stock- 
holders of the company have disposed of 
part of their holdings to the Belgian 
syndicate. 


TURKISH EXCESSES IN 
MACEDONIA. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
what information His Majesty’s Govern 
ment have as to the correctness or 
otherwise of the reports that Turkish 
soldiery have been committing excesses 
at the town of Useub, in Macedonia, and 
the neighbourhood thereof ; and what 
is the nearest place to this district at 
which a British Consul is stationed. 


ALLEGED 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: According 
to information received from His 
Majesty's Vice-Consul at Uscub, an 
encounter 1s reported to have taken 
place in January last at Ishtib, which is 
situated about forty-five miles to the 
south-east of Useub, between ‘Turkish 
troops and certain Bulgarians, who had 
barricaded themselves in a house to 
evade a search for arms, which was being 
conducted by the Turkish authorities. 
One gendarme and two Bulgarians are 
said to have lost their lives. Fifteen 
Bulgarians were subsequently arrested 
at the same place, and have been since 
sent to Uscub. We have no evidence 
which justifies us in describing these 
proceedings as excesses committed by the 
Turkish soldiery. A British Vice-Consul 
is permanently stationed at Uscub. 

HARBOUR—LOSS OF THE 

“ AVLONA.” 

Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been called to 
the recent loss of the steamship “ Avlona,” 
of Glasgow, owing to the insufficient 
lighting of the entrance to Bilbao Har- 
bour ; and will he consider the expedi- 
ency of calling the attention of the 
Spanish authorities to the subject. 


BILBAO 
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*Viscount CRANBORNE: The answer 

to the first paragraph of the question is 
in the affirmative. The question of 
calling the attention of the Spanish 
authorities to the subject is under con- 
sideration. 


LICENSING LEGISLATION. 

sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he will be able to 
introduce his promised measure dealing 
with intemperance before Easter ; and 
whether it will apply to the whole of the 
United Kingdom. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME 
Rircuiz, Croydon): | am afraid that the 
answer to the first paragraph must be in 
the negative. As regards the second, | 
do not think that one Bill can deal with 
the whole ot the United Kingdom. The 
Scotch and Irish licensing laws differ 
considerably from the English. 
& 
CHILD DRUNKENNESS IN GREAT 
BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 
Mr. FLOWER (Bradford. W.) : 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he can state the 
number of children between the ages of 


twelve and sixteen years of age who were , 


arrested for drunkenness in England and 
Wales during the years 1899 and 1900, 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I can only give the 
number of arrests which resulted in eon- 


victions—namely, in 1899, seventeen; | 


twelve boys and five girls. The figures 
for 1900 are not yet complete. 


Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, it he can state the number 
of children bet ween the ages of twelve and 
sixteen years of age arrested for drunken- 
ness in Scotland during the year 1900. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I regret 
to say that | am informed by the Prison 
Commissioners for Scotland that it is not 
possible to give the hon. Member the in- 
formation he desires without reference to 
the police authorities, but if he will renew 
his question in the course of ten days | 
shall undertake to let him have it. 
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Mr. FLOWER: | beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can state the number of 
children between the ages of twelve and 
sixteen years of age arrested for drunken- 
ness in Ireland during the year 1900. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam. Dover): There 
were eight children within the limits of 
age mentioned convicted of drunkenness 
in Ireland in 1900. Iam not aware how 
many arrests were made in that period ; 
if my hon. friend desires information on 
that point it will be necessary to make 
local inquiries throughout Ireland, and 
this would occupy some little time. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent. 
Thanet): Is there any evidence as to the 
houses at which the children got the 


drink ! 
{No answer was returned. | 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) : How many were boys and 
how many girls ! 

Mr. WYNDHAM: [ cannot say. 
JUSTICES AND THE OATH OF 
ALLEGIANCE. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire. N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether there is any 
necessity for justices of the peace. whe 
are also Members of Parliament and have 
as such already taken the Oath of Alle- 
giance to His Majesty the King, to again 
take this Oath at quarter sessions before 
acting as justices of the peace. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have already stated 
that | am advised that there is no neces- 
sity for magistrates to take any oath 
afresh in order to be able to continue te 
exercise their functions. 


CONVICT BENNETT LETTERS TO 
THE PRESS. 
Mr. ALLHUSEN (Hackney, Central) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to a letter from the 
murderer Bennett. published in an 
evening newspaper of 18th March: 
whether convicted felons are allowed to 
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communicate with the press, either’ boundaries of the Suffolk Foot-and- 
directly or indirectly ; and whether he) Mouth Disease Scheduled District, which 
will take steps to ensure that in future will no longer comprise the petty sessional 
no prisoner, either before trial or after division of Stowmarket. The Order 
conviction. shall be able to communicate comes into operation to-morrow. 
with the press. 
COMMUNICATION BETWEEN LIGHT- 
“Mr. RITCHIE: Convicted prisoners HOUSES AND SHORE. 
are not allowed to communicate directly Mr. CHARLES M'ARTHUR: I beg 
with the press,and such permission was to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
in this case refused. It is impossible to, whether he is yet in a position to carry 
prevent indirect communication. into effect the provision of Clause 2 (5) 
of the Mercantile Marine Fund Act, 
ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE—ENROL- 1898, which requires that communica- 
ae OF BOYS FROM MERCHANT | tions between lighthouses and the shore 
: shall, as far as possible, be available for 
Mr. CHARLES MARTHUR (Liver-) private messages at reasonable charges ; 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Presi- whether the Departmental Committee 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he ' appointed at the beginning of last year 
can state the number of boy sailors in! to consider this subject has made ‘any 
merchant ships how enrolled in the Royal report or recommendation : and whether, 
Naval Reserve under Section 6 of the jn the interest. of passengers, sailors, 
Mercantile Marine Fund Act, 1898; shipowners, merchants, and underwriters 
what amount in respect of light dues has he can hold out any hope of the estab- 
been refunded to the owners of ships. lishment. in the near future, of reporting 
carrying boy sailors since the said Act! stations for passing vessels at central 
came into force; and under what head points on the more important trade routes 
ot charge is this item brought in the such as the Fastnet, Tuskar, the Smalls, 
Estimates. and Inistrahul. 


“Tue PRESIDENT or THe BOARD or *Mk. HANBURY (for Mr. GeRatp 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpery, Preston, Batrocr): My right hon. friend regrets 
tor Mr. Geratp BaLrour): The number that he is not in a position to give a 
ot boy sailors enrolled in the Royal Naval definite reply to my hon. friend's ques- 
Reserve from the let April. 1899, to the tion. The subject ot making electrical 
I5th instant was 736. The amount paid Communication with lighthouses avail- 
to owners of ships as rebate of light dues able for private messages has presented 
in respect of boys carried during the year and still presents many serious difficulties 
from Ist April, 1899, to 31st March, which are engaging the attention of the 
1900, was £621 8s. 10d. Payment for Departments concerned. My hon. friend 
the current year is not due until the 31st | May Test assured that the matter is not 
instant. This item is provided for in the being lost sight of. 

Naval Estimates Vote 7 (Royal Naval , 


Ry . GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY— 
Reserve) sub-head (a). |PREFERENTIAL RATES FOR FOREIGN 


PRODUCE, 
FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE REGU- , Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 1 
LATIONS AT STOWMARKET. beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Mr. MALCOLM: | beg to ask the Trade whether he will cause inquiries 
President of the Board of Agriculture) to be made by the Railway Department 
whether, having regard to the immunity of the Board of Trade of the Great 
from foot-and-mouth disease enjoyed by Eastern Railway Company respecting 
the petty sessional division of Stow- the through rates for foreign produce ; 
market, he will remove the restrictions and whether he will cause to be examined 
now weighing so heavily upon the far- the rate book at Harwich which shows 
mers residing in that division. ‘the charges for land carriage of foreign 
-and native produce, and communicate 
*Mr. HANBURY: An Order was to the House the results of these in- 
made on the 16th instant, altering the | quiries. 


-4 
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Mr. HANBURY (for Mr. Gerratp 
BaLFour): No, Sir; my right hon. 
friend cannot make such an inquiry as 
that suggested. If persons are aggrieved 
by preferential rates for foreign goods 
they should adopt their legal remedy. 
The hon. Member is no doubt aware of 
Section 27 of the Railway and Canal 
Traffic Act, 1888. 


EDUCATION—APPLICATIONS FOR 
RECOGNITION UNDER THE HIGHER 
ELEMENTARY MINUTE. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 

I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Edueation 
whether he can give the number of 
school departments on account of which 
application has been made to the Board 
of Education for recognition under the 
Higher Elementary Minute, and the 
number of such applications granted up 

to date. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University) : Leaving 
out the application of the London School 
Board, which was for seventy-nine 
schools in block, twenty-four 
applications have been received for the 
recognition of specific schools. Recog- 
nition has practically been given to a 
dozen schools, in condi- 
tionally. 


some 


some 


Cases 


BOARD SCHOOLS IN STEPNEY. 

Mayor EVANS GORDON 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether, seeing 
that the site scheduled by the School 
Board in Arbour Square, Stepney. is 
directly opposite to the St. Thomas’s 
Voluntary School, in which a number 
of places are available, he can explain 
why it has been decided to build a board 
school and destroy house property on 
this spot. 


(Tower 


Sir J. GORST: So far as | am aware, 
it has not been decided to build a board 
school there. 


VACANT SCHOOL PLACES IN 
STEPNEY. 


Mayor EVANS GORDON : IL beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
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of Council on Education whether he 
can give the number of board and volun- 
tary schools in the school areas H, L, J, 


‘and K of the Tower Hamlets, and the 


number of school places at present re- 
quired in each of these areas. 


Sir J. GORST: In Block H_ there 
are three board schools and one voluntary 
school, and a deficiency of 997 places ; in 
Block L, two board schools and three 


. voluntary schools, and a deficiency of 448 


places ; in Block J, two board schools and 
two voluntary schools, and a deficiency 
of 102 places; and in Block K, one 
board school and one voluntary school, 
and no deficiency of school places. 


NEW CODE—TRAINING COLLEGE 
EXAMINATIONS. 

*Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire. Wood- 
stock): | beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Education 
whether, inasmuch as a first class in a 
training college is awarded only on the 
aggregate of marks obtained after exami- 
nation in a very wide series of subjects, 
and a large number of subjects in the 
training college curriculum are not 
essential for teachers in primary elemen- 
tary schools; and seeing that many 
students of superior quality as teachers 
are lost to the profession because, though 
well qualified in essentials for work in 
a primary elementary school, they have 
not secured sufficient marks in the 
non-essentials to make up a first class 
aggregate, necessary for good appoint- 
ment, he would consider the pro- 
priety of so far modifying the new Code 
as to make a first class obtainable by 
proficiency in those subjects, and those 
only, which are essential to teachers in 
primary schools, at same time giving 
further certificates for proficiency in 
other subjects as may seem desirable. 


Sir J. GORST : The Board of Educa- 
tion are now engaged in considering 
measures to encourage a variety of 
courses of Instruction in different train- 
ing colleges. Such measures would 
necessarily involve a corresponding 
variety in the scheme of examinations. 


COINAGE OF CROWN PIECES. 
Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R.. 


Rotherham): I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
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cellor of the Exchequer whether he will 
consider the propriety of refraining from 
coining five shilling pieces in the new 
silver coinage. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHan- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): I am re- 
quested by my right hon. friend to state 
that, as at present advised, he does not 
think it advisable to discontinue the 
coinage of five shilling pieces. 


ROAD CONSTRUCTION IN THE 
ISLAND OF MULL. 

Mr. NICOL (Argyllshire): I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate if he can explain 
why the Congested Districts Board of 
Scotland gave grants of £375 and £113 
towards the construction of two roads 
in the Island of Mull, seeing that these 
roads only lead to two farms and are 
of no use to the general public. 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: | am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that the grants to the two roads 
referred to by the hon. Member were 
given on the recommendation of the 
District Committee as laid before the 
Board by the County Council. Both 
these bodies had an opportunity of 
considering the objections which were 
made to one of the roads, but adhered 
to their recommendations. The matter 
was then referred for the advice of the 
consulting engineer, who reported favour- 
ably, considering that the roads might 
form a useful part eventually of an 
extended scheme, and, further, give 
facilities for the erection of fishermen’s 
holdings. In the circumstances, the 
Secretary for Scotland cannot accept 
the hon. Member's statement that the 
roads in question are of no use to the 
general public. 


KILMARNOCK SHERIFF COURT— 
ABSENT JURYMAN. 

Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): | 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether his 
attention has been drawn to the case of 
Samuel Reid, a working mason, residing 
at Stevenston, Ayrshire, who was cited 
to attend the sheriff court at Kilmarnock 
on 27th July last, and failed to attend: 
whether he is aware that the notice was 


not served owing to his having been 


- 
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absent from home in the course of his 
employment, leaving his house shut up ; 
and as he is not a proprietor, and has 
no property, and his name does not appear 
in any roll save as a tenant, whether he is 
eligible as a juror; and whether, under 
the circumstances, the Lord Advocate can 
see his way to remit the fine of £6 1s. 1d. 
imposed, as Samuel Reid has a family of 
nine children, is in delicate health, and 
is dependent upon his wages. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I have 
made full inquiry into the matter brought 
to my notice by my hon. friend. I find 
it to be the fact that Samuel Reid’s name 
is on the Jury list, and that it had been 
placed there erroneously, as he is not 
qualified to act. But I also find that 
Reid was duly summoned and personally 
received the notice in ample time to have 
attended. It was his duty to attend ; and, 
at least, it would have been proper for 
him to send explanations at the time ot 
his failure to attend, which he did not do. 
He has not been treated unjustly. But 
in view of the man’s circumstances as 
stated by my hon. friend, and of the fact 
that he was not qualified to act as a juror, 
I hope that an approach to Exchequer 
for the remission of the fine may be 
successtul. 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS— 
CROFTER HOLDINGS. 

Mr. WEIR: IL beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state what balance 
was in hand on the 28th February last 
out of the money granted by Parliament 
for the purposes of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board (Scotland) ; and will he say 
how much of the grant has been ex- 
pended in the acquisition of land suitable 
for crofters and the extension of existing 
crofters’ holdings. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : I have 
already informed the hon. Member that 
particulars such as he asks for in this 
question will be found in the forthcoming 
Annual Report of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board. 


HOLDINGS IN THE ISLAND OF 
LEWIs. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the acreage of 
lands suitable for new holdings recently 
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secured by the Congested Districts Board | 
at Aignish, Gress, pie Croir, Island of 
Lewis. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed that no purchases have been | 
as yet concluded in these districts. 


Mr. WEIR: Did the right hon. Gentle- | 
man say only yesterday “that purchases 
had been made 2 


*Mr. A. 
yesterday's question was whether efforts 
were being made to effect purchases. | 
answered that in the aftirmative. 


CONSTRUCTION IN SCOTTISH 
CONGESTED AREAS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the 

tary for Scotland if it is the practice of the 

Congested Districts Board of Scotland to 

accept. without inquiry, the decision 

arrived at by the district committees in 
regard to outlay for the construction of 
roads in the congested area. 


ROAD 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : No, Sir. 
REPORT OF THE CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Mr. WEIR: I 
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GRAHAM MURRAY: No;) 


Secre- | 


beg to ask the Lord | 
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to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
| whether he is aware that principal 
teachers in Irish national schools were, 
| before Ist April, 1900, in consequence 
/of insufficient attendance, receiving 
| salaries prescribed for classes «lower 
than those to which they respectively 
belonged: whether it is these salaries 
ithat have been taken into account in 





Questions. 


| fixing the permanent salaries of such 
| teachers: and, if so, whether it is the 


| intention of the Commissioners to give 


|every such teacher the full financial 
| benefit of his classification, should the 
javerage attendance rise to prescribed 


| standard, or should he 
another school having an average attend- 
/ance up to the required standard. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Before the Ist 
April, 1900, some teachers, owing to m- 
sufficient attendance at the schools, were 
receiving salaries lower than those attach- 
ing to the classes in which they were 
included, and in fixing the provisional 
| salaries of such teachers the actual pay- 
ments made to them were taken into ae- 
count. The question of the future pay- 
iment of such teachers is engaging the 
' consideration of the Commissioners, who 
| are in correspondence with the Treasury 
on the subject. 


Advocate if arrangements will be made | 


for the Report of the 


mates. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: 


Third Report of the Congested Districts | 


Board for Scotland will be issued ae soon 
as possible after the 31st instant,and I will | 
arrange that the Secretary for Scotland 
Vote will not be taken until it is in the | 
hands of Members. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man use his influence with the First Lord | 
. the Treasury that this Vote shall not | 
be closured ? 


|No answer was given. | 


SALARIES OF IRISH NATIONAL 
SCHOOL TEACHERS 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief 





Congested Districts | 
Board (Scotland) to be in the hands of | 
Members before the House goes into Com- | 
mittee of Supply on Civil Service Esti- | 


The | 





IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS: 
HOLIDAYS. 

Mr. THOMAS OCDONNELL: LI beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland, in view of the 
‘fact that in the course of last year the 
Commissioners of National Education 
in Ireland received a memorial, signed 
| by the Roman Catholic Bishop ot C loyne 
and by the Roman Catholic clergymen 
| who are managers of schools, and also 
|from other bodies of clergymen who 
| are managers all over Ireland, respecting 
| the curtailment of the annual vacations 
'to national teachers, whether he can 
state what action has been taken by 
| the Commissioners thereon, and w hether 
| they intend to accede to the request 
|of men who have an interest in Irish 
| education, and are intimately acquainted 
with its working. 





| 

| *Mr. WYNDHAM: IL have referred 
‘this question to the Commissioners of 
National Education, and have received 
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irom them a reply as follows: Several 
memorials, signed by managers of 
National Schools with respect to the 
new rule as to vacations were submitted 
to the Board during the past year, 
and in view of the fact that managers 
seemed to misunderstand the rule, 
a explanatory circular was prepared 
by order of the Commissioners and 
issued at Christmas last. No further 
action seemed to be required. 


IRISH NATIONAL EDUCATION OFFICE 
—VACANCIES FOR CLERKS. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if 
when the seven vacancies in 


division clerkships in Irish National 


{19 Marcu 1901} 


Edueation Office will be filled up; and , 


whether some members of the abstracter, 
assistant clerks, class will be promoted to 
these vacancies, as they have complied 
with Treasury regulations by serving 
six vears as abstracters. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A general re- 
organisation of different departments 
of the Education Office is in progress, 
and pending the completion of this work 
itis proposed that no permanent appoint- 
ments be made to fill the vacancies 
which now exist. 

IRISH POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPER- 

ANNUATIONS. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
considering the magnitude of the pension 
scheme contained in the Poor 
Superannuation (Lreland) Bill. now stand- 
ing on the Order Book. he will take steps 
to inform himself, before the Second 
Reading, of the probable charge on 
local rates should the Bill become law, 
having regard to the operation of a 
similar pension scheme in England ; and 
whether he will obtain an actuarial 
report from Mr. Finlaison, actuary of 
the National Debt Commissioners, or 
other expert as to the probable annual 
burden on the rates, in like manner as 
was done in 1890 when the Police Super- 


awnnuation (Scotland) Bill was betore 
Parliament. 
*\MIr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 


that there would be considerable difficulty 
| 





41& 


in ascertaining with any degree of ac 
curacy the charge on local rates should 
this Bill become law; I am making 
further inquiry into the matter, however. 
In answer to the second paragraph. 
I am not aware of the circumstances 
under which Mr. Finlaison was employed, 
as alleged. 


Questions. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan. 8.): When 
will the right hon. Gentleman be in 
a position to give further information ! 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am inquiring 


into the matter, and will make a further 


; statement before the Bill is taken. 
he can state | 
second | 


COUNTY CONSTABULARY. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 


DOWN 


_T beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, with 


refer- 
ence to recent promotions to the position 
of acting sergeants in county Down. 
whether he will make personal inquiry 


‘into the statement that the promotions 


Law | 


have been made on their merits ; and 
whether he will ask for a detailed ex- 
planation of the appointment of six non- 
Roman Catholics to one Roman Catholic 
in a county where the Roman Catholic 
constables outnumber those of all other 
denominations. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have made per- 
sonal inquiry and have received the 
assurance of the Inspector General that 
promotions in the constabulary in Down, 
as elsewhere, are strictly governed, not 
by considerations of religion, but ot 
merit. I may mention that an examina- 
tion of the records show that the religiens 
of men serving in the force throughout 
Ireland on the Ist January last were as 
follows :—Head constables: Roman Catho- 
lics 170, Protestants 81; sergeants : 
Roman Catholies 1.334. Protestants 535 ; 
acting sergeants : Roman Catholies 305, 
Protestants 118; constables: Roman 
Catholics 6,230, Protestants 2,147. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I am much 
obliged to the right hon. Gentleman for 
the trouble he has taken. Will he 
kindly further ascertain why there has 
been only one Roman Catholie promo- 


tion as against six Protestants in this 





county / 








419 Questions. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I imagine it was 


because there were six Protestants fit 
and only one Roman Catholic. 


COMMISSIONS OF  ASSIZE—EXCLU- 
SION OF TRISH MAYORS. 

Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): | 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland whether, seeing that chairmen of 
county and district councils in Ireland 
are, pursuant to statute, included in the 
commissions of the peace under which 
complaints brought by their respective 
councils are tried at petty sessions, he 
will follow this statutory precedent and 
reconsider his decision to exclude certain 
mayors of county boroughs from the 
commissions of assize on the ground 
only that the councils of those boroughs 
may be litigants under such commis- 


sions. 
The ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 


derry, N.): If the hon. Member will 
refer to my detailed answer to a question 
on this subject put to me by the hon. 
Member for East Clare on the 20th 
February of last year,* he will see that 
there is no real analogy between the 
cases he mentions in his question. The 
answer to the question now put is, 


theretore, in the negative. 


Mr. KENNEDY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the same principle 
ipplies to both, and that the difference is 
mily one of degree ! 

Mr. ATKINSON: 1 am aware, on 
the contrary, that it does not apply. 
SUMMARY JURISDICTION—CASE OF 
MR. HALPIN. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: IL beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Lreland 
whether the proceedings against Mr. 
Halpin, councillor for Clare, will be 
abandoned, as in the case of similar pro- 
ceedings against Messrs. Lynch and 
M‘Inerney. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes, Sir. 1 hope 
that the hon. Members opposite will give 
facilities to pass the Bill which is intended 
to assimilate the law of England and 
Ireland in this respect. 





*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxix., page 587. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: When 
will the Bill be brought in ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : To-day. 


LAND PURCHASE IN COUNTY 
WEXFORD. 

Sik THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if, in 
view of the circumstance that land 
purchase is now stopped in county Wex- 
ford, to the inconvenience of a number of 
tenants who have arranged for the pur- 
chase of their holdings, he will expedite 
the inquiry which has been ordered to be 
held ; and if he will state when he will be 
in a position to make a statement upon 
this subject, and also as to the intentions 
of the Government in regard to land 
purchase in Ireland generally. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
first paragraph isin the affirmative. The 
inquiry is being pressed with all possible 
despatch. In reply to the second para- 
graph. I must refer the hon. Member to 
the Leader of the House. 


VALUATIONS AT BANTEER, COUNTY 
CORK. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the case of a trader in Banteer, 
county Cork, the valuation of 
premises has been raised trom £1 10s. to 
£10; whether he can say upon what 
principle the Commissioners of Valuation 
proceed in regard to valuation where the 
tenant makes improvements at his own 
expense : and was the local district council 
or poor law board consulted in regard to 
valuation of the premises; and, if not, 
ean he say why this was not done. 


Ww hose 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commissioner 
of Valuation reports that prior to 1898 
the trader referred to, presumably Mr. 
J. Sheehan, owned two small cottages in 
Banteer valued at fifteen shillings each. 
These were replaced by a substantial new 
house which was valued in that year at 
£10. If Mr. Sheehan considered this 
valuation excessive he could have ap- 
pealed. The Valuation Acts do not 
require the commissioner to consult the 
local rating authorities. 
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Mr. FIELD: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman intend to apply the English 
system of valuation to Ireland ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said more 
than once that there is no intention to 
interfere with the Lrish system. 


THE IRISH ESTIMATES. 

sir THOMAS ESMONDE: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
ean say when the Vote for the Local 
Government Board tor Ireland will be 
taken, and if the Government will provide 
an early opportunity for discussing the 
Case of the Wextord County Council ¢. 
The Local Government Board. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course, I 
shall be glad to take the Irish Estimates 
on any day that is most convenient to the 
Irish Members ; but [ may observe that 
before Easter there will be two oppor- 
tunities at least on which it would be 
legitimate to raise the iniportant question 
of * Wextord County Council ¢. The Loeal 
Government Board.” Those 
will be the Second and Third Readings of 
the Appropriation Bill. 


occasions 


THE CORONATION OATH. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): [ beg toask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, in view of the 
fact that there is no Church established 
by law in Ireland, the language of the 
Coronation Oath will also be referred to 
the Committee about to be appointed 
to consider that part of the King's Acces- 
sion Oath offensive to Roman Catholies. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: IT am sorry to 


sav L have not been able to refer to the 
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/Coronation Oath, but, if my memory 


serves me rightly. there is nothing 
offensive to Roman Catholies in the Oath, 
though there does occur in the Oath a 
phrase that the King will uphold the 
Church as established by law in Ireland. 
The Oath, I think, ought to be referred 
to the Committee, as that phrase seems 
somewhat out of place. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN PARLIA- 
MENT—That they concur with the Com- 
mons in their Resolution. * That it is 
expedient that a Select Committee be 
appointed to join with a Committee of 
the Lords to consider the accommodation 
available in the House of Lords when 
the Sovereign is personally present in 
Parliament, and the advisability of sub 
stituting Westminster Hall on such an 
occasion for the House of Lords,’ as 
desired by this House. 


CREMATION BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first 
second time upon 
printed. [Bill 101.] 


time: to be read a 
Friday. and to be 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMPTION 
FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 

Motion made. and Question put, * That 
the Business of Supply. if under con- 
sideration at Twelve o'clock this night. 
be not interrupted under the Standing 
Order, Sittings of the House.” —(Vr. A. 
J. Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 195 ; Noes, 
145. (Division List No. 70.) 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, Join Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
Anol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson. Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
daird,John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 


AYES. 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 


' Boulnois, Edinund 


Bowles,Capt. H. F.( Middlesex ) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) ! 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Speneer 
Cochrane, Hn. Thomas H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb~.SirJobnCharles Ready 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
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Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John Kk. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, SirJoseph Cocktield 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt.Hon. Sir Win. Hart 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, RtHnsSirJ.{Manch. 
Fielden, Edward Brockiehurst 
Fisher, William Hayes 

FitzGerald Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher. Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

CGartit, William 

Gribbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
{yodson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.( Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH ‘inl'ts 
Crorst, it. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
(ioulding, Edward Alfred 
4iraham, Henry Robert 
direene, SirEW(B rySEdm nds 
Gireene, W. Raymond-(Caimbs.) 
“<rreville, Hon. Ronald 

Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Win. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf d 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, J. (Statfords, N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hope, J. F.(Shetfld. Brightsde. 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,Capt..J.(Kent,Pav’rsit 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jetireys, Arthar Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 


Abraham, Win. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

sarry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

sigwood, James 

Blake, Edward 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur. 
Brige, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thonias 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
aine, William Sproston 
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Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop 
Laurie, Lieut. -General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F, 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH( Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Cower, Fredk. N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald.J.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb.,W. ) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriessh. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Montagu. @. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred. (Monimtsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid. James (Gceeenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


NOES. 


Caldweli, James 

‘ameron, Robert 

‘ampbell, Jolin (Armagh, S.) 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H 
‘arew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crombie, John William 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doovan, P. C. 
Dutly, Wim. J. 
Dunean, James H. 
Elibank, Master of 


~~ 
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Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton( Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Rentfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith. Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(N th/inb.. Tyneside 
Smith. James P. (Lanark.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Tageart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone. Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Scurt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot. Rt. Hn. J.G.(Oxt'd Uniy 
Thorburn. Sir Walter 
Thornton. Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson. Win. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tutnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia. Viscount 
Walker. Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt-Col A.C. E.(‘Taunt’n 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whitmore, Charles Alvernon 
Williams. Rt HnJ. Powell-( Bir. 
Wilson, Jolin (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh..N. 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 
Wortley. Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter( Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbt.John 
(ioddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haminond, Jolin 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Harwood, George 
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495 New Bills. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
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M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 


New Bills. 


Arthur Wellesley 


126 


Soames, 


Heaton, John Henniker Markham, Arthur Basil Soares, Ernest J. 

Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. William Spencer, RtHn.C. R.( North’nts 
Holland, William Henry Mooney, — J. Stevenson, Francis S. 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. Murphy. : Strachey, Edward 

Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) Noles Gol SobnP. (Galway,N. Sullivan, Donal 

Jacoby, James Alfred Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) Taylor, Theodore ¢ ‘ooke 
Joicey, Sir James (Y Brien, James IF. X. (Cork) Thomas,J.A.(GVivre’n, Gower 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, P atrick James 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgesmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, Rt. Hn. James( Kent) 
Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mkillop, W. (Sligo, North) 


O’ Dowd, 


O’Shee, 
Perks, 


Reddy, M. 
Redmond, 


Rickett, 
Roche, John 


NEW BILLS. 


INSTRUCTION (SCHOOLS 
AND CADETS). 

Bill to provide for the regulation of 
Military Instruction in Schools and 
Cadet Corps and Companies and Cadet 
Battalions, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir John Kennaway. Mr. Griffith-Bos- 
cawen, Mr. Cubitt, Sir Henry Fletcher. 
Mr. Lambert, Mr. W. F. D. Smith, and 
Colonel Williams. 

MILITARY INSTRUCTION (SCHOOLS 

AND CADETS) BILL. 

‘To provide tor the regulation of 
Military Instruction in Schools and in 
Cadet Corps and Companies and Cadet 
Battalions,’ presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, Ist May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 102. ] 

HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES. 

Bill to make further provisions for the 
Housing of the Working Classes, ordered 
to be brought in by Dr. Macnamara, 
Mr. John Burns, Captain Norton, Dr. 
Shipman, Mr. George White, Mr. Samuel, 
and Mr. Bell. 

HOUSING OF ee CLASSES 
SILL. 


MILITARY 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper ry Mid 
O'Brien, Patriek (hkilkenny) 
(’Connor,James( Wiel:low, W. 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo. 8.) 
John 
O'Kelly,James( Rosse mm'nN, 
( a 
Jame Ss 
abort William 
Price, Robert John 


JohnE. 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
+. Compton 


Roe, Sir Thomas 

Sehwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman. Dr. John G. Sir 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 


‘upon Wednesday. 


‘To make further provision for the 


Housing of the Working Classes.” pre | 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Thursday, 18th | 


April, and to be printed. [Bill 103. ] 


| be printed. 


Thompson, E.C (Monag rhan.N. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tally, Jasper 
Vincent,Col.SirCEH(S# fhield) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, ThomasCourtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wodehouse, Hon. A. (Essex) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Py Ji 


John 


(Watertord) 


CROFTERY’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND). 

Bill to amend the Crofters’ Holdings 
(Scotland) Act. I&&6, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Cathcart Wason, Mr. 
cating Mr. John Dewar, Mr. Leveson- 
Gower, Mr. icvipabietle, Mr. Weir, and 
Mr. Gordon. 


CROFTERS HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 


BILL. 

‘To amend the Crofters’ Holdings 
(Scotland) Act. 1886,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 17th April. and to 
| Bill 104. } 


SITES VALUES (LONDON) RATING. 

Bill to provide for the rating of Sites 
Values in London, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Sydney Buxton, Mr. Moulton, 
Mr. John Burns, Mr. E. J. C. Morton, 
and Mr. Lough. 


SITES VALUES (LONDON) RATING 
BILL. 

‘To provide for the rating of Sites 
Values in London,” presented. and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
Sth May. and to be 
printed. | Bill 105. | 

FOREIGNERS’ MARRIAGES. 

Bill for the better protection of British 
subjects who intermarry with Foreigners 
in the United Kingdom of Great 
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Britain and Ireland, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Macdona, Mr. Talbot, Mr. 
Rothschild, Sir Joseph Dimsdale, 
Churchill, Lord Hugh Cecil, Captain 
Nolan. Mr. T. P. O'Connor, Dr. Farqu- | 
harson, Mr. Samuel Evans. Mr. E. J. C. | 
Morton, and Mr. Schwann. 

FOREIGNERS’ MARRIAGES BILL. 

‘“ For the better protection of British | 
subjects who intermarry with Foreigners | 
in the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland,’ presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon | 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 106.] 


REGISTRATION OF CLUBS. 
Bill to provide for the Registration of 
Clubs, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Caine, Mr. Eugene Wason. Mr. Hain, 


Mr. Lloyd-George. Mr. Schwann. and 
Mr. Samuel Young. 
REGISTRATION OF CLUBS. BILL. 


‘To provide for the Registration of 


Clubs,” presented. and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 24th June. and to be printed. 


| Bill 107. | 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION (IRELAND) 
Bill to make provision with respect to 
entering into recognisances and finding 
sureties in certain cases in Ireland. 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland and Mr. Wyndham. 


JURISDICTION (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

‘To make provision with respect to 
entering into recognisances and finding 
sureties in certain Ireland,” 
presented, and read the first time: to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. | Bill 108. | 


SUMMARY 


cases in 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland, 
rith) in the Chair. | 


Pen- 


DEPART- 
EstI- 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
MENTS REVISED SUPPLEMENTARY 
MATE, 1900-1901. 


Motion made, and ()uestion proposed, 
‘That a Supplementary sum, not  ex- 
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| ceeding £893,316, be granted to His 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which 


Mr. | will come in course of payment during 


| the year ending on the 31st day of Mareh, 


1901. for the following Civil Services 
and Revenue Departments, namely :— 
CIVIL SERVICES. 
Class V. £ 


Vote 3. Colonial Services ; . 212,300 
Vote 2. British Protectorates in U gan- 
da, ete. . 200,000 
Class VIL. 
Vote 1. ‘Temporary Commissions 9,000 


Class II. 


Vote 23. Stationery and Printing ... 110,000 
Vote 27. Secretary for Scotland, Office 





of = ee a0 ces 100 
Class II. 

Vote 2. Miscellaneous Legal Expenses 400 
Class LV. 

Vote 5. Wallace Collection . 3,333 
Vote 8. London University ... a 70 
Class V. 

Vote 1. Diplomatic and —— Ser- 
vices . 15,800 
Yote6. Treasury Chest Fund. 66,108 

Class VI. 

Vote 1. Superannuation and Retired 
Allowances ... a5 ... 10,000 

Vote 5. Savings Banks and Friendly 
Societies Deficiencies 51,758 

Class VII. 

Vote 2. Miscellaneous Expenses 4,600 
Vote 6. Local Loans Fund — .. ae 

Vote 7. Duke and Duchess of Corn- 

wall and York (Visit to the 
Colonies) 20,000 
Vote 8. Funeral of Her late M: uje sty 35,500 

REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 

Vote 2. Inland Revenue . 20,000 
Vote 3. Post Office ; . ies 
Vote 4. Post Office P. acket Service . 10 

Total Civil Services and Revenue 
Departments ... £893,316 
*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 


mouthshire, W.): I rise to put a question 
as to the position in which the House 
now stands under the operation of what 
is admitted to be an unexampled and 
unprecedented proceeding. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
Ei.) : No. 
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*Strr WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 


right hon. Gentleman contradicts me 
when I affirm that it is unprecedented. 
{ was unable to be here yesterday, but 
J read in the reports of the proceedings 
that the right hon. Gentleman himself 
said there was no precedent. ‘Therefore 
| am justified in saying that it is unpre- 
eedented by the words which eame from 
his own mouth. I wish to know how 
is the Committee to deal with this Vote ? 
How far is it allowed to discuss a Vote 
on the subjects which the order Paper 
contains ? There are a great many items 
srouped in the one Vote. Is the Com- 
mittee at liberty to discuss and to vote 
upon all the subjects severally contained 
in the Paper? Under the old: system, 
even with the prospect of the guillotine 
in the end, the House was allowed to 
discuss and divide on every Vote. Is 
the Leader of the party opposite going 
to give under this new proceeding the 
same facilities to the House as have 
hitherto been enjoyed in dealing with 
Supplementary Estimates?) = Can an 
Amendment be moved on every subject 
contained in the Order Paper, and can 
a division be taken upon each question ? 
If anybody may move an Amendment 
ipon any matter contained in the Paper, 
and take a division upon it, we shall 
know how to proceed. But in that 
case T do not see exactly how it is worth 
while to revolutionise the financial prin- 
ciples upon which the House always 
proceeds in this matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I desire to 
ask whether the procedure of the House 
with regard to the Civil Service Estimates 
as now drawn will not be precisely 
the same as the procedure with which 
the House is perfectly familiar in regard 
to Supplementary Estimates for the 
Army and Navy, both of which contain 
items of the utmost difference, and 
whether it is not also the same as the 
procedure, with which the House is 
familiar, in dealing with the Excess 
Votes, in which case both the subjects 
and the accounting officers are different. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): On the point of order I 
would remark that in the case of the 
Army and Navy the items are all under 
one official head. In the case we have 
[FourTH SERIEs. | 


VOL. XCI. 
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before us there are many official heads of 
Departments. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : I think the House 
will wish to follow the same procedure 
as it does in the case of Votes on 
Account. The question there is put in 
one lump sum, and the question in 
this case is put in one lumpsum. In both 
cases the Votes are divided into a number 
of items. Of course | shall endeavour, 
as far as I possibly can, to call hon. 
Members who wish to address the 
Committee in the order in which the 
items come. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Eeclesall): As you have cited the 
question of a Vote on Account, | desire 
to ask whether the effect of moving 
a reduction with regard to an item low 
down in the list would be to exclude the 
moving of a reduction with regard to 
an item higher up in the list, and whether 
it is not entirely open to you to call 
Members who wish to speak, if you see 
fit, without regard to the exact order 
in which the Votes are taken. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I shall make a 
point of endeavouring to call hon. 
Members in the order in which the 
items come, because | bear in mind the 
rule of the House that if an item low 
in the list is taken it is impossible to go 
back to a former one. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has not answered the question 
of my right hon. friend in regard to the 
possibility of having successive divisions 
upon what are really separate Votes 
although now lumped together in one 
Vote. Would it be possible to have a 
series of discussions and divisions on 
the items as they occur ! 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That is so, until 
such time as the whole Vote is taken. 


THe ASHANTI EXPEDITION. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Laneashire, Leigh) 
said he ventured to think that this Vote 
was one not to be lightly considered. 
It affected the credit and interest of this 
country, and he thought, therefore, the 
Committee should have more informa- 

() 
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tion from the Colonial Secretary as to 
what made the war necessary. Many 
of them listened on the previous evening 
with a great deal of attention to what 
had been said by the Colonial Secretary 
on the subject, but they listened in vain 
for any precise statement upon this 
matter. They did not want to be told 
in general terms what were the diffi- 
culties of the position in South Africa 
and what were the difficulties and 
aims of the Colonial Office, but they 
wanted to know the particular reasons 
that made this particular war necessary 
or justifiable. On the previous night 
the Colonial Secretary indulged in vague 
generalities and fell foul of the late 
Government. He told them that the 
British Government had undertaken 
responsibilities in Africa and it was only 
when he came into power as Colonial 
Secretary that an ad quate sense of the 
position demanded was shown by the 
Government. The hon. Member thought 
the Colonial Seeretary did certain in- 
justice to the late Government in that 
matter. He did not think the late 
Government were so blind to the interests 
of this country or to our obligations as 
the right hon. Gentleman represented. 
It was perfectly true they did not go to 
war with anybody. That was perhaps 
the reason why the Colonial Secretary 
found fault with them. He believed 
the late Government entered into negotia- 
tions with Germany which settled some 
outstanding difficulties with Germany ; 
but the Colonial Secretary seemed to think 
that wars of this kind were absolutely 
necessary, and it was that which made 
his speech so unsatisfactory. We had no 
guarantee that we should not be em- 
barked on a series of wars of this kind. 
The Colonial Secretary seemed to indi- 
cate that if we did our duty we were bound 
to go to war with one of these nations 
after another. That required a_ little 
explanation. The right hon. Gentleman 
had also told them that we were called 
upon to suppress slavery and the slave 
trade and human sacrifices; but these 
obligations were not new. They ex- 
tended to all spheres of influence, and 
no doubt there had been an increase in 
our obligations as compared with what 
they were formerly. What he wanted 
to know was, what was the particular 
justification for this war in which we were 
Mr. C. P. Scott. 
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now engaged ? It was to that the Com- 
mittee ought to direct their attention. 

It was pretty obvious from the Blue- 
book that we drifted into this war at a 
time when our forces were engaged to 
the utmost in South Africa. The first 
telegram in the Blue-book was an in- 
quiry from the Colonial Secretary asking 
what was up. The Colonial Secretary 
found that there were disturbances, and 
he had not the slightest idea what led 
up to them or what they were all about. 
We entered upon this war and seemed to 
stumble and blunder along without any 
adequate preparation, and we were only 
extricated from it by the extraordinary 
gallantry of the soldiers and officers in 
command. What led up to the war ! Sit 
Frederick Hodgson went to Coomassie. 
apparently under instructions from the 
Colonial Secretary, and put forward de- 
mands, the most provocative he could 
put, to the Ashantis. He informed 
them positively that King Prempel 
would never come back. They were in 
hopes that he would come back. Not 
satistied with that, he told them they 
would have to pay a heavy tribute. 
The Colonial Secretary made light of the 
amount of it, but £12,500 was not a small 
amount for a people to pay who were 
impoverished by the destruction of thei 
commerce, Beyond that, Sir Frederick 
Hodgson made a demand for the Golden 
Stool, which was the emblem of authority 
in Ashanti. If they surrendered thi 
Golden Stool it meant that they ceased 
to be a nation. and became a scattered 
number of tribes. If that was to be 
done. it should be done with an adequate 
force and atter proper preparation. 
If we were going to take away the 
liberties of the people it ought to be donede 
liberately and founded upon a thoroughly 
thought out policy. Nothing of that 
kind was done. The expedition was 
undertaken without any knowledge of 
the feelings of the Ashantis, and it was 
undertaken at the worst time of the 
year. The Colonial Secretary ought to: 
have given them a little more information 
as to the reasons which made a step of that 
kind necessary, and as to the necessity 
that existed for entering upon a war 
which involved such bloodshed and 
such immense loss to the colony and the 
Ashantis themselves. They were told 
that a policy of this kind was rendered. 
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necessary by our obligations. They were 
told that we were bound to put down 
savery. There was no question of 
putting down slavery or human sacri- 
fices in this instance. 
simply of raising tribute and getting 
hold of the Golden Stool which was the 
wmbol of authority. If we were going 
to govern these countries we ought to 
endeavour to do so by entering into a 
friendly understanding with the chiefs. 
The French managed to get on better ; 
they did not engage in these little wars. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) said the hon. Member 
was quite mistaken. In the last few 
months the Freneh had had wars with 
two of the principal chiets. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT said the policy of 
France would bear favourable compari- 
wn with ours in that respect and in a 
great many others. He trusted that 
they were not to understand from the 
Colonial Secretary that this was the 
beginning of a series of wars to be under- 
taken with no more justification than 
this war, and that our policy in the 
future might be a little more in accordance 
with the dictates of humanity than it 
had hitherto been. 


Me. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) contended that the Colonial Secre- 
tary'’s assertion that the reason for the 
opposition encountered by the last ex- 
pedition to Coomassie was the objection 
of the natives to any interference with 
their slave dealings was incorrect, as. it 
was conclusively proved by the Blue- 
book that the whole of the disturbances 
were caused by the retusal of the Govern- 
ment to restore King Prempeh. The 
treatment of that unfortunate man had 
heen pertectly scandalous, and it was no 
excuse to attack his personal character. 
In 1896 the Ashantis offered no oppo- 
sition tothe force sent out to Coomassie, 
and the Government could have im- 
posed whatever conditions they chose, 
restored order in the county, and 
securedall they were striving for, through 
the authority of King Prempeh.  In- 
stead, however, of attempting to rule 
the country through the king, they 
kidnapped and imprisoned him, and 
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down to the present day no satisfactory 
explanation of their action had been given. 
The result of those proceedings was to be 
found in the shedding of blood, the 
uprising of the natives, and the trouble 
for which the House was now called 
upon to pay. If the Government were 
going to war and to impose large bur- 
dens upon the taxpayers in order to put 
down savage practices in any part of the 
world, England would always be at war, 
and the expense would be untold. But 
what really was at the bottom of this 
business was the same thing as was at 
the root of the South African trouble. 
There had untortunately been discovered 
in Ashanti rich deposits of gold, and 
almost simultaneously with this ex- 
pensive and sanguinary military ex- 
pedition there were floated in the City 
limited liability companies for the ex- 
ploration and exploitation of the gold- 
fields of Ashanti. There never was a 
case in which it was more clearly proved 
that gold was a perfect curse to the people 
of the country in which it might be 
discovered. ‘The Colonial Secretary had 
said that the war was undertaken to put 
down the slave trade. That trade, if it 
existed now, had existed for many, many 
years past, and why was no attempt to 
suppress it made long ago by the present 
or some preceding Government / Ac- 
cording to the right hon. Gentleman, 
the Government had been consideration 
itself, and had done everything possible 
to smooth over the difficulties. ‘To dis- 
prove that, one case might be cited of the 
manner in which these people had been 
treated. They might be called savage 
people, and no doubt it was a great 
mistake that the Almighty, when He 
created the world, did not make all the 
populations as highly civilised as the 
English people. The habits and customs 
of these people were no doubt shocking 
in many respects, but, after all, they 
deserved some consideration as human 
heings created by God, just as were other 
people. In 1896, when the British 
expedition arrived without opposition 
at Coomassie, there was a great ceremony. 
The troops were drawn up in a square, 
in the midst of which a species of throne 
was constructed of empty boxes and so 
forth. On this throne the commander 
of the expedition took his seat, and 
nothing would suit these people, who 
Q 2 








435 Civil Service (Supple- 


wished to conciliate native opinion, but 
that this unfortunate native king should 
be marched out and made, on bended 
knee, to kiss the boots of Sir Francis 
Scott, the British commander. Even 
this degrading. humiliating, and scan- 
dalous exhibition was not sufficient : the 
poor old aged mother ot the king was 
forced to go through the same ordeal. 
The only excuse made when the matter 
was brought forward in the House of 
Commons was that, according to a 
native custom, no submission was com- 
plete unless the conquered person made 
this obeisance to his conqueror, and that 
in order to impress upon the minds of 
these people the fact that they had been 
thoroughly conquered it was necessary 
that the king and his mother should go 
through this exhibition. That this de- 
scription was not exaggerated was shown 


by Baden-Powell’s “* Downfall of Prem- 
peh.” a most interesting book and 


profusely illustrated, the first illustration 
being---- 


*The CHAIRMAN: I must remind 
the hon. Member that we are not now 
discussing the expenditure on that ex- 
pedition. Upon this Vote the hon. 
Member must confine himself to the last 
expedition. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND explained 
that he was endeavouring to show the 
causes which led to the recent military 
operations for which the Committee 
were now asked to pay. He believed that 
with proper treatment those operations 


would never have been necessary. He 
would not labour that point beyond 
saying that if any person imagined 
that what he had said about the 


treatment meted out to the king and his 
mother was untrue, he referred them to 
General Baden-Powell’s book, and there 
they would see exactly what he had de- 
scribed. Could anybody imagine that it 
was possible to deal with a wild and un- 
trained people of this kind if we out- 
raged every feeling that they might have ; 
if we did everything in our power to 
humiliate them and treat them with con- 
tempt ; and if we treated their king in a 
way which must be deeply resented? The 
recent military operations had cost us 
many valuable lives, which certainly 
might have been sacrificed in a_ better 
Mr. Witham Redmond, 
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and nobler work, and now the House was 
asked to pass hundreds of thousands of 
pounds which need never have been in- 
curred if, instead of attempting to ride 
absolutely roughshod over those people, 
King Prempeh had been allowed time to 
agree to the terms which were offered to 
him in 1896. Had this been done the 
whole country might have been ruled with 
pertect order, and the outrages spoken ot 
by the Colonial Secretary would have 
been done away with. There were other 
portions of Atrica where there was con- 
tentment and where the 
nativechiets wereallowed to remainamong 
their people. and it that had been done in 
this case he maintained that the necessity 
for all this miserable expenditure and 
terrible bloodshed would have been done 
away with. There were no doubt abuses 
in foreign countries which the Colonial 
Secretary and the Government might 
think it necessary to spend large sums 
upon, but there were plenty of abuses in 
this country which it would be equally 
well worth while to spend money to do 
away with. Some hon. Members on the 
opposite side deeply resented his frequent 
interference in those debates, but he was 
never asked to vote the money tor these 
miserable wars without having it forced 
upon his mind in the strongest possible 
way that there were scores of ways in 
whichthemoney might be more gloriously 
and usefully spent than in carrying on 
these wars. The hon. Member for West 
Islington had done good service in calling 
attention to this matter, for the practice 
of asking the House to pass hundreds of 
thousands of pounds in this way was one 
which ought to be protested against 
all sides, and if the great mass of the people 
of this country could realise and under 
stand how uncalled for all those opera- 
tions were, and how little return eve 
came to England, Scotland, or Ireland 
for that expenditure, he believed they 
would set their faces against them, and 
they would not tolerate a single penny- 
plece spent in this way. 

The Colonial Secretary last night 
delivered a ferocious attack upon the 
Under Secretary for Colonial Affairs in 
the late Government. All he could say 
was that the late Government. whatever 
else might be laid to their blame. never 
entered in an unreasonable and light 
hearted way into wars of this kind. and 
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the Colonial Secretary seemed to make this 
a matter for blame. He (Mr. Redmond) 
held that it was to their credit that they 
did not. This war would never have 
been entered into to put down slavery, 
and it was a disgraceful and a horrible 
state of affairs at this period of the world’s 
history to find that wherever gold was 
discovered, whether it was in North, 
Kast. West. or South Africa, two things 
happened—(1) limited liability — com- 
panies were formed in the City of London, 
and (2) costly expeditions were sent out to 
wize the land wherever this gold might 
be. This took place in South Africa, and 
t Was exactly what had taken place in 
Ashanti. It would be infinitely better 
md nobler and more in accordance with 
the dictates of humanity if the rights of 
these people were respectedto some extent, 
und if this attempt to plant the British 
fag everywhereand anywhere at all costs 
was stopped ; for it was the besetting 
‘in of this country and of all English- 
men that they were so filled with the idea 
ot the merits of their own rule and the 
pride of their own greatness that they 
could not tolerate or understand other 
people in any part of the world being 
desirous of living according to their own 
wishes in their own country. Until 
these small wars were given up there 
would be a continual waste of the public 
money of the country, and it was a dis- 
grace that the benches of the Liberal 
party were empty while this kind ot 
thing was going on. If there were an 
adequate representation of working people 
inthis House there would be other voices 

raised protesting against this expendi- 
ture. In this matter the voices of the 
majority of those who ought to speak 
tor the taxpayers and working people 
were silent. but his voice and the voices 
ot other Irish representatives would be 
raised, and he believed that in this way 
they were doing a great service not only 
to the people they represented, but also to 
the great mass of the people of this 
country, who eared nothing about gold- 
mining and company promoting in the 
(itv, and who were sick at heart when 
they read in their newspapers that every 
day hundreds of thousands of pounds 
were voted in this way in the House of 
Commons, not one penny of which went 
to better the condition of the people of 
Great Britain or Ireland. All this money 


. 
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was being spent simply to carry the sword 
into the land of people in distant parts. 
whose only crime was that God made 
them what they were instead of making 
them highly civilised British subjects. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) said his hon. friend, in his 
impassioned speech, appeared to have 
forgotten that we were responsible for 
this protectorate in the eves of Europe. 
He had forgotten that in 1896 the King 
of Ashanti was the most cruel and heart- 
less man this world ever produced. We 
sent out an expedition there to stop one 
of the most cruel things that was ever 
perpetrated in Africa. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: You said 


the sume thing about Kruger. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: But there 


was no gold then in this ease. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Oh, ves, 


there was. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY said the late 
war was the remains of the 1896 war, and 
the Government were perfectly honest 
and straightforward on this question. 
They had two keynotes with which he 
thoroughly agreed—one was that wher- 
ever the British flag flies we must stop 
human sacrifice ; and the other was the 
abolition of slavery. He only wished 
that the Foreign Oftice had been as firm 
and determined on the East coast as they 
had been on the West coast of Africa. He 
believed that the Government and the 
Colonial Secretary were honest in their 
efforts to stop human sacrifice and 
slavery. He noticed that a sum ot 
£12,500 a year was to be raised and would 
have to be collected by the hut tax. He 
thought it would cost more in small wars 
and collections than the sum was worth. 
and it would cause also a great deal of 
bad feeling. He thought the Govern- 
ment might consider some better way of 
raising that sum. He gave both the 
Government and the Colonial Secretary 
credit for putting their foot down in 
Ashanti in a determined manner. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said that if all hon. Members 
on that side of the House were convinced 
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that these wars were entered upon tor 
legitimate British interests they might 
not have grudged the expenditure of not 
merely this sum of money but the ex- 
penditure of ten times the amount. It 
would be in the recollection of hon. 
Members on both sides of the House that 
the complaint against the Government 
had been that they had not taken suth- 
cient measures to repress slavery in East 
Africa. Therefore. if they criticised the 
expenditure of £400,000 on wars in West 
Africa, it was because they believed that 
these wars were not waged to abolish 
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slavery but from some other excuse. It 
his hon. friend the Member for Chester- 
field had, before making his speech, 
earefully read the Blue-books, he would 
not have made the observations he did. 
What were the two grievances of the 
Ashantis ! According to Sir F. Hodgson 
himself they complained against’ the 
abolition of slavery: but they said: 
“You British are not sincere, because 
while vou insist on our abolishing slavery 
you maintain it in another form. And 
Sir F. Hodgson admitted that at p. 113 
of the Blue-book, by declaring that he 
had insisted on the compulsory supply of 
carriers and of men to make roads, but 
that the chiefs declared they were unable 
to obtain a sufficient number of labourers 
to work in the native gold pits, to carry 
on their ordinary tarm labours, and also 
to supply labourers for public purposes, 
such as working on the public roads and 
the conveyance of public stores. The 
Ashantis might be savages, but at any 
rate they were a very intelligent race, 
and they could see the utter hollowness 
of the demand made by us for the sup- 
pression of slavery when we were forcing 
slavery upon them. 

A great deal had said about 
the mad boy and the quest tor the 
Golden Stool; but. in fact, that 
mad enterprise from beginning to end. 
What did that mad boy say? He told 
certain British officers that he had been 


heen 


Was a 


through several Ashanti villages, and 
that the Ashantis were assembling in 


their temples and singing songsall night. 
We had seen a good deal of that assembling 
and singing in temples all night much 
nearer home, and hedid not think it was 
much more sensible than that in Ashanti. 
And the mad boy said that if theGovernor 
would pay him a large sum of money he 
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would lead an expedition to find the 
Golden Stool. But all that had nothing 
to do with the abolition of slavery. What 
was the defence of the Governor for 
following the lead ot the mad boy ! The 
fact was that the quest of the Golden 
Stool was something like the quest of the 
Holy Grail. Sir F. Hodgson said that if 
he could only get possession of the Golden 
Stool he would be able to govern the 
country for all time. Sir F. Hodgson 
crossed the Prah on 22nd March, but up 
to that time there had been no insurree- 
tion. The Governor in his despatches, in 
fact, repeatedly declared that he had no 
idea that there was any discontent 
amongst the tribes. but, on the contrary, 
that he had been received with all respect. 
The proof of that was that he went up 
from the coast to with an 
escort of only thirty Hausas, that he had 
been met by no obstacle, and had never 
been molested in the country which was 
supposed to be seething with discontent. 
What happened when he = arrived at 
Coomassie? There was a great reception 
and the surrounding tribes and_ their 
kings marched past with one ex- 
ception, which caine in later on. What 
sign was there in thit of any great 
insurrection! On the 30th March—it 
would have been tar better if it had been 
the Ist April—the Governor heard the 
story from the mad boy as to the Golden 
Stool, and he sent an armed expedition, 
guided by the mad boy, into the interior 
of the country. The Governor said in his 
despatch : “The Ist April was a day ot 
extreme anxiety to me.” He was not at 
all surprised. For two or three days this 
armed expedition about the 
country; the mad boy went into the 
villages and told the natives that * these 
people “—meaning the Governor's ex- 
pedition “have come to wage wal 
against you.” After that it became cleat 
to the villagers that it was simply a raid- 
ing expedition in quest of the Golden 
Stool. The result was the revolt, the war. 
and the expenditure of £400,000, Now, 
who was to blame for this war? The 
chieftains were not merely loyal but 
submissive, and prepared to demand 
redress in a pertectly constitutional way. 
Was there anything more constitutional 
than for these chiefs to come to Coomassie 
to receive the Governor with welcomes 


and to present him with salutations ! 
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Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 


ham) said that the hon. Member was for- 
getting that an insurrection might spring 
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up in these savage countries under 
mistaken notions. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that, of 


course, an insurrection might spring up 
in this foolish manner if this country 
allowed its policy to be guided by mad 
boys. If that sort of action was charae- 
teristic of the Colonial Office he could 
understand that we would have not 
three wars, but many more in the next 
few years. All this showed that the war 
was precipitated not only because there 
was a quest tor the Golden Stool. but 
because of the irritation in the minds of 
these people at the annexation of their 
country. Questions had been put to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tury the previous night : dates were given 
and incidents were referred to: but the 
right hon. Gentleman in his reply, instead 
of addressing himself to the points put, 
entered into an elaborate defence of the 
administration of his own. office. The 
question was what had happened in this 
particular case—not whether it was 
necessary to defend Ashanti. or to develop 
the gold mines. The gold mines had 
never been mentioned in these despatches. 
Was the war, in the ordinary cant phrase, 
“inevitable ~? The right hon. Gentle- 
man said, “* When [ came to the Colonial 
Oftice there was nothing done: but the 
moment | came on the scene there were 
SIX wars.” 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I said 
nothing of the kind. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Oh. but J 


have got it all here. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : What I said 
was that I am responsible for three wars, 
and the Foreign Office is responsible for 
three wars. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The right 
hon. Gentleman said that as soon as his 
Ministry came into office there were 
six wars. That did just as well 
for him. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that when his hon. friends now on 
the Opposition Benches wers in office 
they did nothing. Quite true. Their 
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Estimates provided for no wars. They 
had better ideas of profit and loss in 
business than that. And now he could 
quite understand that the right hon. 
Gentleman had got into the habit of 
talking of these wars as if they were all 
feathers in his cap. If he only went on, 
the right hon. Gentleman's headgear 
would be like that of a Red Indian ! He 
ventured to say that the right hon. 
Gentleman in defending his action the 
previous evening did not do so with the 
sobriety due to this important and solemn 
matter. After all, human life was worth 
some respectful treatment. They ought 
to have some Justification of the foolish 
policy of the Government in regard to 
the Golden Stool and of the hundreds and 
thousands of the corpses of savages fester- 
ing round the fort of Coomassie. It 
was not enough to say, “ Look at the 
great colonial policy of the last five years.” 
That was noanswer. “| have opened up 
new markets,” said the right hon. Gentle- 
man; but that also was no answer. If 
we went into wars they profited trade to 
a certain extent. £400,000 of trade was 
something, if we spent nothing else. But 
that was not the sort of industry that was 
wanted to open up new markets. He 
ventured to say that the community 
generally would not benefit by it ; that 
these people in Ashanti would prefer to 
conduct their operations quietly ; and it 
was only when the right hon. Gentleman 
went out of his way to offend their senti- 
ments in connection with their native 
affairs that they forced on this war. A 
poll-ttax equivalent to 4s. per head had 
been demanded upon this savage commu- 
nity. Where were we to get it from ? 
We were collecting the taxes in Uganda 
in the form of boa constrictors and 
hippopotami—the only products of the 
country. But so faras he was aware there 
were not even those fiscal resources in 
Ashanti. It was true there were certain 
native gold mines ; but we had abolished 
slavery, and it was by slave labour that 
these mines were worked. Still, we de- 
manded the tax at the hands of the chiefs ! 
He quite agreed that we should abolish 
slavery, but at the same time we should 
not compel them to pay that which the 
slaves had earned. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had not addressed himself to the 
question with a proper regard for its 
solemnity. He drew attention to what 
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he described as the ridiculous language 
used by Sir F. Hodgson to the chiefs with 
reference to the Golden Stool, and said it 
would have been better if the Colonial 
Secretary had addressed himself to a 
defence of the Government in respect of 
the action of Sir F. Hodgson. In his 
address to the chiefs Sir F. Hodgson 
asked, “Where is the Golden Stool ? 
Why am [ not sitting on it at this moment! 
I am the representative of the paramount 
Power ; why have you relegated me to 
this chair ?”’ (referring to a biscuit box). 
This was childish babble to address to 
these savages in the name of the Sovereign 
of a great country like this. and it was 
calculated only to lower, not to enhance. 
British prestige. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had said we had to defeat them, it 
was necessary to kill them. in order to 
show that we were a great nation ; but 
we had gone through that process before, 
and they knew the superiority of British 
arms. Was it necessary to repeat the 
process periodically ! If so. a greater con- 
demnation of the policy of the Govern- 
ment in this matter could not 
ceived. It was not a question of 
protecting the country or compelling 
these people to free their slaves. If it 
was a question of the freeing of slaves, 
we might commence that at Zanzibar. 


be con- 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT did 
not consider the speech of the hon. Gentle- 
man who had just sat down a practical 
one. The Ashanti affair was closed. and 
although there might be regrettable 
incidents connected with the dealings 
with these kings it was impossible to go 
back into the matter. On the whole the 
results had been good. The outcome of 
British control in Ashanti would result 
in the safety and prosperity of hundreds 
and thousands of natives in the future. 
as had been truly said by the Colonial 
Secretary on the previous evening. He 
protested against the statement of the 
hon. Gentleman that the late Govern- 
ment had too good an idea of profit and 
loss to indulge in this way: had the 
policy of the late Government been pur- 
sued in Africa we should not have had any 
possessions to deal with at all, either 
in Ashanti or South Africa. It was 
futile at this time to talk of the mis- 
takes which had oceurred, although 
he admitted there might be some. For 


M, Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 





mentary) Estimates. 444 


instance, he did not think that the mission 
which had been sent by King Prempeh 
was fairly dealt with. His main com- 
plaint against the Colonial Secretary 
with regard to the Ashanti question Was 
very different to any of those just put 
forward. In his opinion there was a want 
of sufficient force at Coomassie previous to 
the outbreak ; that was a serious ques- 
tion. and he did not know who was 
responsible for it, but someone undoub- 
tedly was, and the failure to maintain 
sufficient force at Coomassie was entirely 
responsible tor the terrible loss of life that 
had oceurred. It was perfectly plain to 
everybody that a very terrible tragedy 
had only been narrowly averted by the 
escape of the Governor. He desired to 
know why so very small a force was lett 
in the country of a warlike and un- 
subdued people without any immediate 
provision being made for its reintorce- 
ment : that was a point upon which they 
were entitled to have the views of the 
right hon. Gentleman. What had hap- 
pened in Ashanti would work for good; 
we should possess in the country and the 
neighbouring regions a colony of great 
and increasing wealth. which would be 
useful to this country in the future in 
taking its products, and which would 
give employment to many British sub- 
jects. and under the British rule the black 
races would be much better off than ever 
they had been before. and under the 
British Government they would attain 
toa certain degree of civilisation. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
had hoped that the answer given by the 
Colonial Secretary on the — previous 
evening would have enabled him to 
avoid troubling the House to go into 
the division lobbies on this question, 
but unless that answer was amended he 
should be compelled to press for a division. 
In answer to the suggestion that this 
expedition was forthe purpose of putting 
down human sacrifice and slavery he 
challenged anyone to say whether there 
had been any human sacrifice or whether 
slavery had been allowed in the country 
during the last five years The Govern- 
ment had accomplished their purpose 
of abolishing human sacrifice and slavery 
years before the outrage took place. He 
called the attention of the Committee 
to the fact that this was merely a general 
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arguinent thrown out by the right hon. 
Gentlenian to justify a war for which he 
could find no other justification whatever. 
Sir Frederick Hodgson had given three 
causes for the war, none of which were 
sufficient causes. The first was the 
heavy tribute which he said must be paid 
by the natives, and in this case there 
appeared to be a difference of opinion 
hetween the right hon. Gentleman and 
Sir Frederick Hodgson. The right hon. 
Gentleman said it was a poll tax on the 
whole male population of Ashanti. Sir 
Frederick Hodgson said it was interest 
on the cost of the late expedition. The 
right hon. Gentleman stated that there 
was a balanee of £50,000 in the Gold 
Coast budget. If there was he did not 
think it would be fair to the Gold Coast 
to sweep away all that to pay the money 
due for Ashanti. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said at one time that it was a poll 
tax of four shillings, and at another time 
it was the interest on outlay. This at- 
tempt to chevy these people out of the 
money had been the first cause of the 
war. With regard to the Golden Stool 
he thought the Secretary tor the Colonies 
shoulddo something to soothe the irritated 
feeling of the natives. We were. still 
searching tor the Golden Stool, and the 
right) hon. Gentleman stated on the 
previous night that he approved of the 
search. Was it to goon eternally, and was 
it to be * unconditional surrender” until 
we got the Golden Stool / Surely we 
might take a practical view of the ques- 
tion, and the right hon. Gentleman 
might announce that there had been 
sufficient bloodshed and loss of money 
over this matter. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said we had admitted these natives 
to the Par Britannica. He hardly ever 
made a speech on the colonies without 
quoting the words Pur Britannica. 
Where had the Pae Sritannica been 
since he came into oftice/ There had 
been eight wars in Africa, and there 
would never be any other policy so long 
us the right hon. Gentleman was in 
charge of the Colonial Office. The Ashanti 
war was “over” simply because the 
hatives were tired for the present. Could 
it be said that with the sense of in- 
justice in their minds they were not 
preparing for another war? They would 
break out again and again unless we met 
their just complaints in a kindly and 
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conciliatory spirit. It was because that 
had not been done that he moved the 
reduction of the first item of the Vote by 
£100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 
“That the Item, Class 5, Vote 3, be 
reduced by £100, in respect of disturb- 
ances in Ashanti.” —(Vr. Lough.) 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
one of the most painful features of the 
debate was the absence from it of a num- 
ber of hon. Members who were leading 
lights in the different religious commu- 
nities of the country interested in foreign 
missions. In years gone by we used 
to hear the voice of the missionary in- 
terest raised in favour of the civilisation 
of Africa by peaceful processes, and not 
by warlike proceedings such as we seemed 
to depend upon now. The hon. Member 
for the Chesterfield Division of Derby- 
shire was handsomely caught in the 
colonial net so cunningly spread on the 
previous night, and he was innocent 
enough to believe that this war in Ashanti 
was undertaken out of a pure desire to 
put an end to human sacrifices. It 
was noticeable of late years that the 
loadstone which called the Government 
to relieve oppression was generally 
found in the gold mines, and here it was 
again. When this Government — pro- 
fessed to go to the relief of human beings 
it would be found, if it were looked into 
a little further, that speculators were 
near the scene of their action. Talk of a 
crusade to suppress human. sacrifices ! 
Could there be anything more monstrous 
than such a profession in face of the 
account on page 46 of the Blue-book 
of the state of things that was found at 
Coomassie? Why, it was a disgrace to 
a civilised nation. We should have 
heard nothing about the stool if it had 
been a wooden one. An orange box 
would have been pertectly satistactory 
There would have been no demand for 
it had*it not been that it was supposed 
to be made of the precious metal. Were 
we suppressing slavery! Betore we 
went to the native chiefs in the name of 
freedom we should remove the com- 
pound at Kimberley. What had we 
there! How were the wealthy men 
who were the friends of the Government, 
and who were the authors of the war in 
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South Africa, producing gold out there, 
but by a system of slavery ! 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN asked whether 
the hon. Member was in order in the line 
he was now taking. 


*THe CHAIRMAN pointed out that it 
was not in order to discuss matters re- 
lating to Kimberley on this Vote. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he 
nised that the reference was Inconvenient 
to the Secretary for the Colonies. and if it 
was ruled out of order he would not 
pursue the subject. He might be allowed 
to say that the Secretary for the Colonies 
based this expedition for loot in Ashanti 
on the ground that he was going there 
for the prevention of further human 
sacrifices and the prevention of slavery. 
He only desired to show that we ought 
to take the mote out of our own eve 
before we attempted to pluck the beam 
out of our brother's eve. The right hon. 
Gentleman could not deny that there 
had been “ blackbird hunting ~ in the 
interest of some of the authorities in 
South Africa. That resulted in the eap- 
ture of a poor creature who preferred 
suicide by drowning to slavery in the 
mines. He understood that the right 
hon. Gentleman had assured the House 
that he was going to inquire into the 
truth of that. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: | must 
appeal to you again. If the hon. Gentle- 
man is in order | must go fully into the 
statement he is now making. [ask you 
whether he is in order in referring to 
these matters in Rhodesia and Kimberley. 


recog- 


*THhe CHAIRMAN: I understood the 
hon. Member to say that he was not 


going to refer to them. 


Mr. BROADHURST: IL do not wish 
to pursue it except for the purpose otf 
illustration, and I really think if the 
Colonial Secretary would allow ‘me for 
a moment to pursue my statement, under 
the guidance of the Chair 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 


man is entitled to a passing reference, | 


hut to go into this question and state a 
number ot facts, which the right hon. 
Gentleman says he may have to contra- 


Mr. Broadh ur'st, 
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dict atalater stage. is clearly outside the 
scope of this discussion. 


Mr. BROADHURST said he supported 
the motion for the reduction cf the Vote 
because he believed the Government, in 
pursuing a policy of universal war in 
Africa, were pursuing a deadly and disas- 
trous policy, not only financially, but for 
the reputation and good name of our 
common country. The Colonial Seer: 
tarv seemed to think a great argument 
in favour of his policy was that he had 
made more wars than the Liberal party. 
Then there seemed to be a conflict. be- 
tween the Colonial Office and the Foreign 
Office as to which had made most wars. 
The Liberal party ruled Africa on the 
lines of peace. and he sincerely hoped 
that when they returned to power again 
they would resume the policy of peace, 
and that they would not attempt to 
teach savages the wickedness of human 
sacrifices by indulging in great slaughter, 
with modern weapons, of the poor savage 
people we sought to rule. The basis of 
this movement in Ashanti was the curse 
of gain. He could vote: with a clear 
conscience against that policy. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: | wish 
to say, In a few sentences, why I shall 
vote for the reduction of this Vote. it 
is on account of the detence which has 
heen put forward by the Colonial Seere- 
tary. He has claimed eredit for this 
Vote as being an instance of the supe- 
riority of the present Adtiinistration 
over the late Administration in regard 
to the wars in which 
it has been engaged. Whenever such 
a policy is advocated upon such grounds 
as that. | shall every 
sixpence. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said this was the third expedition which 
the British Government had indulged 
in for the purpose of introducing civili- 
sation into Ashanti. Civilisation in- 
troduced by the British Government was 
always introduced with the bayonets of 
soldiers. The Government went to these 
countries with the Bible in one hand and 
the sword in the other. He thought the 
English race should give effect to their 
missionary instincts a little more in their 
own country. There were some English 
towns where some good might be done. 
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If the hon. Member for West Islington 
had not moved the reduction of the Vote, 
he would have moved a reduction of 
£18,000, that being the amount of addi- 
tional taxation which it represented so 
far as Ireland was concerned. He pro- 
tested against the policy of introducing 
civilisation by warfare on savage peoples, 
who were practically defenceless, because 
they could not possibly withstand quick- 
firing guns and new deadly inventions. 
It was a poliey which would make the 
British name detested wherever conquests 
were made. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May | make 
an appeal in the interest of the discussions 
that are to come? It is evident that if we 
discuss this Vote at too great length we 
will find little time left for the considera- 
tion of the other Votes. 1 would there- 
fore beg the House to try to come to a 
decision. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 5S.) said the 


dishonourable means by which King 
Prempeh was entrapped must have 
AYI 
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weighed with the natives, and he did not 
think that sufficient attention had been 
Methods of sharp 
practice against weaker opponents were 
very much to be deprecated. They were 
out of place in the Colonial Office, how- 
ever well they might be suited to Birming- 
ham. The Colonial Secretary had not 
replied to the many criticisms which had 
been addressed to him that day. The 
First Lord of the Treasury had appealed 
to the House generally to accelerate the 
progress of the Vote through the House. 
The business of the House would be much 
accelerated if Ministers did not treat the 
criticisms coming from the Irish Members 
with the contempt they had shown. It 
would seem that the war was made tor 
the Golden Stool. Perhaps the Colonial 
Secretary wanted it as a stool of repent- 
ance, from which to do penance for all 
the wars he had made. 


(Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 137; 
Noes. 254. (Division List No. 71.) 
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Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dufly, William J. 





Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 





O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 
O Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
(’Malley, William 

(’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Price, Robert John 

Reddy, M. 

Redinond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Riee, Richard 

Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, Samuel (lint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R(N’thants) 
Stevenson, Francis S 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, cae: JoscelinelitzRoy 
Bailey, . James (Walworth) 
Lain, ¢ ‘olonel lation Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r 
sanbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C, T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H.( bristol 
Beach. Rt. Hn. W.W.B.( Hants. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
sentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Bond, Edward 
sowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 


Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


( ‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C, W.(Derbysh. 
Chamberlain, Ke. Hn J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Churehill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, _ ee seg lasgow 
Corbett, 'T (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin kas Bainbridge 
( ‘ranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Civil Service (Supple- 


{COMMONS} 


Thomas,l’. Freeman-( Hastings 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 


NOES. 


Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dewar, T. R(T’ rH mlets,SGeo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,SirJoseph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot,Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Fuller, J. M. F 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Garlit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rHmlets 
Gore, Hon. F. 8S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt.Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE W(BrySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Ld.G.(Midx 
Hanilton, Marq.of(Londndrry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Win. 
Hanly, Laurence( Kent Ashf’rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 

H es ard(Ha inley 
Heath, James(Statfords,N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
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White, _— (Yorks., E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond( Merione th 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Lough and Mr. Broad- 


hurst. 


Helder, Augustus 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead} 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,J. F.(Shettield Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, Capt. J.(KentFaversh 
Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton. 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. 'T’.( Denbigh 
Kenyon Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, HonFrederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut. -Ceneral 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wim. Edw. | 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants, Farhain 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson- Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G, E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M:Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
M‘killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
iilward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Seott (Hants. 
Moon. Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred( Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F.. 
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Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurA. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray ©. 
Murray, Rt Hn. AGraham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
(Neill, Hon. Rebert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


‘Parker, Gilbert 


Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, Hn Win. Rolert Wellesley 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

(Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
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titechie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E... 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tynesi’e 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Orinskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Tageart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
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Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,Col.SirC. FE. H.(Sh’ fd 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-nnder-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, Jobn (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.( Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. | 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. Georve 





Rankin, Sir James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Young,Commander (Berks, E. ) 


Remnant, James Farquharson Stroyan, John TELLERS FoR THE NOES 
Renshaw, Charles Bine Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley Sir William Walrond and 


tentoul, James Alexander 
Original question again proposed. 


TRANSVAAL CONCESSIONS COMMISSION. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield), in moving to reduce the 
Vote by £200, said he was well aware 
that everything uttered in the House 
of Commons was used in the Cape by 
the one party or the other for political 
purposes. He did not wish in any way 
to intensify the racial struggle now 
proceeding, but there were times in the 
lives of men as of nations when criticism 
of private and urgent affairs was neces- 
sary in the public interest. For that 
reason he had no hesitation in bringing 
certain facts before the Committee ; but 
he was able to do so only in a partial 
manner owing to the limited reference 
and to the fact that the Concessions 
Commission had not yet reported. That 
Commission would go down to history 
as one more of those Commissions ap- 
pointed by the Colonial Secretary for 
* whitewashing ’ purposes, and not in 
the interests of South Africa. 


Mer. J. CHAMBERLAIN: To which 
Commission is the hon. Member refer- 


ring ? 


Mr. MARKHAM said he was referring 
to all of them, but particularly the Con- 
cessions Commission. It was a remark- 
able fact that the Colonial Secretary, 
not being content with the dissatisfaction 


Sturt, Hn. Humphrey Napier 


Mr. Anstruther. 


caused throughout South Africa by the 
line taken with regard to another Com- 
mission, had on this Commission ap- 
pointed a representative of Messrs Wern- 
her, Beit. and Co. What interest could 
be served by appointing on a Com- 
mission of three members a gentle- 
man in the employment of and directly 


connected with the = firm of Messrs. 
Wernher, Beit and Company? — He 
had no desire to shelter himself 


behind the privilege attaching to 
Members of the House, and he was per- 
fectly willing to repeat out of doors, if 
called upon to do so, the statements he 
was about to make. It would be within 
the recollection of the House that it 
was only a few years ago that the Colonial 
Secretary alluded to the party of which 
he was so distinguished an ornament 
as a “celebrated gang of thieves and 
swindlers ”: he (the speaker). however, 
was going to charge these men with 
being nothing more nor less than a 
common gang of thieves and swindlers. 
To be a celebrated thief or criminal 
was a matter of certain notoriety, but to 
be a common thief was a matter which 
surely would not commend itself to the 
attention of anyone. The Government 
had made appointments on these Com- 
Committee should 
judge whether or not they were in the 
public interest. The gentleman to whom 
the hon. Member objected in this instance 
was Mr. Loveday. He had nothing to 
sav personally against Mr. Loveday, nor 


missions, and the 
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did he wish to throw any dirt upon him, | 


but as this was the only opportunity 
he had of attacking the constitution 
of the Commission, he was obliged to 


bring Mr. Loveday’s name into the 
inatter. Mr. Loveday was a member of 


the firm of Messrs. Eckstein, otherwise 
Messrs. Wernher, Beit and Company, 
who were nothing more nor less than a 


common gang of thieves and swindlers. 


{Order, order!] Hon. Members cried 
* Order, order.” He was prepared to 
stand an action in the law courts before 
a jury of his countrymen on that state- 
ment. He had already in the public 
press and in his own constituency made 
that accusation against Messrs. Barnato 
Brothers, but had not yet received a 
writ for libel. The fact he desired to 
bring before the Committee was that 
the representatives of these men held 


every position of importance throughout 
South Africa. Mr. Loveday was a 


director in the Pretoria Lighting Com- 
pany, and the hon. Member for Warwick 
and Leamington omnia previous occasion 
contradicted the statement that he was 
interested in the concessions. 


Mr. LYTTELTON (Warwick and 
Leamington): May [ ask what meaning 
the hon. Member attaches to the word 


~ CONCESSIONS : 


Mr. MARKHAM replied that in a 
hook published by Mr. C. 


tirm of Messrs. Wernher, Beit and Com- 
pany), it was stated that the Pretoria 
Lighting Company was a concession. 


Me. LYTTELTON said that was not 
quite an answer to his question. What 
was the meaning the hon. Gentleman 
himself attached to the word 
sion’? There was a_pertectly clear 
meaning to the word in the Transvaal. 


: conces- 


Mr. MARKHAM said he was not 
there to go into the meaning of words, 
and referred the hon. Member to John- 
son's Dictionary. He certainly knew 
the meaning himself pertectly well. 


Mr. Loveday was a director of this com- | 
pany, which had a concession from the | 
He was|had taken absolutely no notice of most 


late Transvaal Government. 


also a director of the Transvaal Consoli-| of those concessions. 


S. Goldman | 
(who was connected directly with the, 
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and a representative of Mr. Beit in 
that company. This company owned 


2,357,549 acres of land in the Transvaal. 
Mr. Loveday appeared also as a director 
of the Eastleigh Mines, Limited, another 
worthless company, floated many times 
over. The Committee must quite under- 
stand that he did not accuse Mr. Loveday 
ot being a dishonourable man. 


AN Hon. MempBer: You said he was a 
member of a firmof thieves and swindlers. 


Mr. MARKHAM: I did say he 
was a member of a firm of thieves and 
swindlers ; I said he was a director of a 
company which Messrs. Eckstein, other- 
wise Wernher, Beit. and Co., controlled. 
That is a matter of great distinction. 
Continuing, the hon. Member said that 
when the Commission arrived at Cape 
Town it was met by Mr. Van Hulsteyn, 
the solicitor of Messrs. Wernher, Beit, 
and Co., who was immediately appointed 
to represent the Imperial Government 
at the sittings of the Commission. By 
some unknown influence Mr. Van 
Hulsteyn had been occupying a position 
in Government House, Cape Town, for 
which he was not paid. [le was, how- 
ever, paid by Messrs. Eckstein. What 
happened when the Commission arrived 
at Pretoria! According to the facts 
supplied to him, many of the concessions 
belonging to Messrs. Eckstein were not 
inquired into. The matter of concessions 
wasone of the mostimportant questions in 
the Transvaal. As he read the reference. 
the Concessions Commission was limited 
solely to the concessions given directly 
by the late Transvaal Government. But 
the most important concessions in Swazi- 
land, nearly all belonging to Messrs. 
Eckstein, were not inquired into at all, 
though they were registered in the South 
African Republic, and also approved ot 
betore being registered by the late Trans- 
vaal Government. Everything of any 
note in Swaziland had been ceded by 
concession-mongers to Messrs. Eckstein. 
The king in that country. and_ his 
advisers. became drunkards and dissolute 
beings. and these concession-mongers 
went from all parts of Africa to obtain 
and yet this Commission 


not 


concessions, 


There were many 


dated Land and Exploration Company, | matters in connection with South Africa. 


Mr. Markham. 
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and with this Commission he should like 
to bring forward, but he would not be 
in order in so doing. The proceedings 
of the Commission were. however, re- 
ported in a paper called The Friend of 
the Free State. and therefore he would 
he in order in referring to what happened 
at Bloemfontein. On the arrival of the 
Army at Bloemfontein, the military 
authorities seized the printing plant of 
The Friend of the Free State. Shortly 
afterwards, Messrs. Wernher, Beit and 
Company obtained control of that paper. 
No public tenders were called tor, and it 
was the only paper allowed by the 
authorities to appear in the colony and 
north of the colony. Why was it Messrs. 
Eckstein obtained control of that paper ! 
Why was it given to them without any 
public tenders being called for? It was 
to their interest to acquire that paper, 
which they did. He was debarred from 
dealing with some ot these questions, 
but he wished to say a word or two in 
this connection. He would 
extract from one of Mr. Eckstein’s own 
papers, which stated 


read ail 


“The fact of Mr, Phillips admission into 
the firm of Messrs. Wernher, Beit) and Co. 
does not sigmfy his withdrawal from the 
Rand in addition to his severance from Messrs. 
and Co, Messrs. Wernher, Beit 
and Co. hold a large interest in the Rand 
through the Eckstein firm, and the change 
means merely his withdrawal from the 
‘Corner House’ to join the larger firm.” 


Eckstein 


li such a charge was made by an hon. 
Member of this House atter due and 
careful consideration ot the facts, were 
the Government going to persist in this 
policy of granting concessions and ap- 
pointments to those who had done so 
much to bring about this unhappy war 
in South Africa? He believed that it 
was the wish of al! sections in this House 
that there should be a pure administra- 
tion in South Afriea, but if the Colonia! 
Secretary thought he was a match for 
Wernher, Beit. and Co., and their asso- 
cated companies, he was very much 
nistaken. The right hon. Gentleman 
might be able to twist words into a form 
to misrepresent the views of his oppo- 
hents—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
that expression, applied to the right hon. 
(Gentleman, is one that ought to be used. 
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Mr. MARKHAM said he wou!d with- 
draw the word * misrepresent,’ and as he 
was only a novice in Parliament he hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would accept 
his apology. He would only say that the 
right hon. Gentleman was able to make 
black white, and white black. He wished 
to know why this course was persisted 
in by the Government in spite of the 
protests they had received from South 
Africa in regard to the appointments 
made. Hon. Members opposite might 
think he had got a crank in his head 
with regard to those appointments, but 
if that was their view it was for them to 
show that the statement was incorrect.. 
He took his stand on the question of prin- 
ciple that the very men who brought 
about this war, and who had created this 
corrupt Government in the Transvaa! 
from its commencement, were those men 
to whom he had referred. These were the 
‘innocents ~ who went out to corrupt 
Mr. Kruger and his party. Corruption 
had tollowed on the methods those 
financiers adopted. The very future 
prosperity and happiness of that country 
depended upon the granting to the people: 
of that equitable form. of government 
which ome word could not be 
said. and by showing this favouritism 
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ugainst 


they were going a very long wav towards. 
bringing this country into perpetual 
turmoi! by appointing men who had not 
the confidence of the people in South 
Africa. He did not know whether he 
should be in order or not. but with the 
permission of the House he shou!d like 
to give one example of the kind of roguery 
which had South Africa. 
He he'd in his hand a document which 
would send those directors, if they were 
in this country, into pena! servitude 
for many vears. 


gone on: in 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Does the hon. 
Member connect this in any way with 
the Commission? If he ean he will be 
in order. but not otherwise. 


Mr. MARKHAM said the only way he 
could bring it in would be to show that 
Mr. Loveday was a co-director with a 
gentleman who Was connected as oa 
director with this company. This was 
one of the swindles which the British 
public had so long suffered under—the> 
Barnato Consolidated’ Mines. It) might: 








159 


interest the British public to know that 
though the mines had been dealt in to 
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the extent of millions sterling, and 
represented millions — sterling — to-day, 


there was a secret clause in the Articles 
of Association which gave them, without 
the public knowing anything about it, 
25 per cent. of all the profits the com- 
pany made. These gentlemen put that 
into their pockets. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: I fail to see what 
connection this has with the personnel 
of the Commission. 


Me. MARKHAM said he would not 
pursue that point—except in the law 
eourts, if those firms took him there. 
Unless they did so, the Government 
should not appoint any more of these 
firms’ representatives directly or in- 
directly to any position of trust in South 
Africa. It the Government were prepared 
to undertake that, his object would be 
He had no axe to grind; 


accomplished. 
the public 


he was acting solely in 
interest. 

With regard to the question of the 
settlement of soldiers on the land, 
he said there was only one Member 


of the House who had made attacks 
on the soldiers of the Empire 
on anonymous correspondence. That | 
gentleman was the Colonia! Secre- | 
tary. [Oh, oh.] On anonymous cor- | 


respondence the right hon. Gentleman 
had charged the soldiers of the Empire 
with being guilty of little less than 
murder. Let hon. Members read the 
book. [Cries of ‘‘ Quote,” and ‘ What 
hook ?”’] The right hon. Gentleman | 
did not deny the accusation. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I eannot 
deny the statement. because I do not 
understand the allusion. 


Mr. MARKHAM said that on the Ist 
August, 1879 | Cries of ** Oh, oh! “| 
{f the right hon. Gentleman the Colonia 
Secretary made a statement which was 
wrong then, it was just as wrong to make 
that statement in 1900. In that speech 
the right hon. Gentleman did attack 
the soldiers of the Empire. Upon that 
date he moved— 


“That an humble Address be presented to 
{ler Majesty praying Her Majesty to appoint 


Mr. Markham. 
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a Royal Commission to inquire on the spot 
into the policy which had led to these and 
other wars in South Afriea, and which has 
resulted in large annexations of territory and 
Increase of responsibility, in spite of repeated 
protest from successive British Governments.” 


That was the motion made by the Colonial 
Secretary, and in his speech in support of 
that motion he quoted the case of the 
chief named Macomo, who had 
declared to be a rebel, and against whom 
an expedition had heen sent. Upon that 
the right) hon. Gentleman 


heen 


oceasion 
said- 
“No attempt was made by the Colonial 
authorities to reassure the chief (Macomo) or 
to settle the quarrel amicably, but a large 
armed force of 1,200 men, consisting of soldiers, 
tree lancers, Fingoes, and others, went at night, 
burnt all his huts, shot down his people right 
and left. and earried off women and children 
to waol.” 
The right hon. Gentleman further charac- 
terised the acts of the expedition us 
bloody, brutal, foul, barbarous murder, 
and further declared that “it was high 
time that the right name should be 
applied to an action which almost made 
aman ashamed to be an Englishman. ‘7 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: This matter does 
not seem to be at all relevant. I invite 
the hon. Gentleman to address himself to 
the Vote before the Committee. 


Mr. MARKHAM said he did not wish 


to trespass further on the indulgence ot 


ithe House, but if the Government. per- 


sisted in this policy they would bring 
about inealeulable harm to South Africa, 
and they would only be serving the 
interest of a clique, and not the higher 
and better interests of the people. [No, 
no.| If he was proved to be wrong in 
his statements he was prepared to pay, 
and pay substantially. He now con 
tented himself by moving the reduction 
ot the Vote by £900, 

Motion made, and (Question proposed. 
“That the Item. Class 5, Vote 3, be 
reduced by £200, in respect of the 
Transvaal Concessions and Land Settle- 
ment Commissions. —(Mr. Markhaii.) 

+ The speech of Mr. Chamberiain referred 
to (Ist Angust, 1879) is reported in The Paclia 
mentary Debates | Third Series, Vol. 
eexlviii., page 1853. | 





ir 
th 
eh 


ag 
ag 


ml 


Gen 
bett. 
as a 
he a 
Mess 
were 
that 
not | 
but | 
ot Ba 
solid: 
and | 
this | 
Hous 
what 
in th 
VO 











460 


Spot 
> and 
h has 
y and 
eated 
nts.” 


onial 
Vt of 
the 
been 
hom 
that 
Tan 


onial 
10) or 
large 
diers, 
ic¢ht, 
right 
ldren 


arac- 
n as 
rder, 
high 
d be 
nade 
a 


does 
VV ite 
li to 


wish 
ce ot 
per- 
wing 
Tica, 
the 
eher 
| No, 
ig in 
pay, 
col 
etion 


sed. 
». be 

the 
ttle- 


ii.) 


erred 
iy lia- 


Vol. 








461 Civil Service (Supple- 
Mr. J. 


{19 Marcu 1901} 
CHAMBERLAIN: I have |it in this House and afterwards outside 
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listened to the hon. Member's speech is a very small foundation upon which 


with feelings of absolute despair of being | 


able to comprehend the workings of the 
hon. Gentleman's mind. I hoped that I 
should come across some reason which 
would bear some distant reference to the 
Vote for the two Commissions, upon 
which Members of the House served, 
appointed to obtain information with 
reference to certain matters of consider- 
able importance in South Africa. I learn 
from the speech of the hon. Gentleman 
that he views my proceedings and my 
character with much asperity. 

Mr. MARKHAM: Hear, hear. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Well, that 
again is not itself a conclusive argument 
against the composition of these Com- 
missions. Then I learn from the hon. 
Gentleman—and this was a fact which 
he stated over and over and over again 
—that he was prepared to 
jury of his countrymen 
peat outside the House — certain 
statements which he made inside 
the House. That is very interesting, 
although it is a kind of bravery which | 
do not put very high. It must, I think, 
be rather painful to the House that the 
privileges of the House should be taken 
advantage of in order to use such ex- 
tremely violent and strong language 
with regard to persons who cannot defend 
themselves. 


face a 
and to. re- 


Mr. MARKHAM said he did not wish 


to be misrepresented. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Gentleman would, I think, have done 
better if, instead of saying in this House, 
as a preliminary of the campaign which 
he apparently is going to conduct, that 
Messrs. Eckstein, Wernher, Beit and Co. 
were common thieves and swindlers, and 
that Messrs. Barnato and Company—I do 
not know the names of these companies, 
but I understood him to say that the firm 
of Barnato Brothers or the Barnato Con- 
solidated Mine were also common thieves 
and swindlers—if, before saying that in 
this House, he had written it outside the 
House. We should then have known 
what all this professed anxiety to meet 
in the law courts meant; but to say 
VOL. XCL [FouRTH SERIES. ] 

e 


to found a suit for libel. If the hon. 
Gentleman has these opinions, let him 
by all means put them in writing out- 
side the House and let him challenge 
those persons to prosecute. But, 
granted for the sake of argument that 
the charges are true, what on earth 
has that to do with these two Commis- 
sions—the Commission for inquiring into 
certain concessions granted by the Trans- 
vaal Government and the Commission 
to inquire into the possibility of settling 
upon the land in South Africa British 
subjects ? The last words of the hon. 
Gentleman were that when he had been 
summoned before a jury of his country- 
men, and come off with flying colours, 
then he hoped that weshould not persist 
in a policy which was ruining South 
Africa. How on earth is the appoint- 
ment of these Commissions going to ruin 
South Africa? There is absolutely no 
relevance whatever between the speech 
of the hon. Gentleman and the motion 
before the Committee. Now, really the 
one pin’s point upon which his argument 
is based is his statement that as regards 
one of the Commissions we have appointed 
a gentleman to whom he takes exception, 
because, he says, he was indirectly or 
directly connected with a firm which 
was connected with Wernher, Beit and 
Company. 


Mr. MARKHAM: No ; 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Which is 


connected with KEckstemn—it is one 
further off than I thought—which is con- 
nected with Wernher, Beit and Company, 
who he is going to prove are swindlers 
when they summon him before a jury of 
his countrymen. It is upon that he has 
based this tremendous indictment of the 
South African policy of the Government 
—it is upon the connection of one 
member of the Transvaal Concessions 
Commission. The hon. Gentleman 
makes it another point of grievance 
against the Government that the refe- 
rence to the Commission was not wide 
enough and did not cover the concessions 
in Swaziland. That is perfectly true, 
because a great number of those con- 
cessions go back some time and have 
nothing whatever to do with the im- 
mediate point,we wish information upon, 


R 


Eckstein. 
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which is the value of the concessions 
given by the Transvaal Government ; 
and up to the present time we have not 
assumed any authority in Swaziland. 
We have not annexed Swaziland. But, 
as no doubt the question of the future 
of Swaziland will shortly become one of 
importance, the hon. Gentleman may 
take it from me that the concessions in 
Swaziland will also have to be inquired 
into. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. MARKHAM: By the same people / 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
know whether they will be inquired into 
by the same people; but I am certain 
they could not be inquired into by people 
more qualified than the particular Com- 
mission that was asked to examine into 
the limited question of the value and 
legality of the concessions which have 
been granted by the Transvaal. The 
concessions we have in view were known 
to all Members of the House. There were 
complaints made before the war by 
Uitlanders and others. It was said, for 
instance, that the dynamite concession 
was an_ illegal That was 
alleged by a committee which was ap- 
pointed by the Transvaal Government 
to inquire into the Transvaal concessions. 
The dynamite concession was perhaps 
one of the most important concessions. 
There was the concession to the Nether- 
lands Railway Company, another con- 
cession which required inquiry. There 
was the concession to the Selati Railway 
Company, which has been the subject 
of "inquiry in Belgium: and there were 
scores of concessions forming monopolies 
the legality of which it was desired to 
inquire into. It was desired also to 
inquire into the bona fides of persons 
who held shares in these concessions, 
and how far, even if the concession itself 
was void from some illegality, it would 


concession. 


be equitable to respect the rights of! 


persons who might have become share- 
holders in the concessions in a perfectly 
fair and legitimate manner. That was 
the object of this Commission ; and the 
House will see that it is one of the very 
greatest importance to us, and that it is 
to the interest of the Government that 
every concession that is illegal should be 
exposed, because if it is illegallyand wrong- 
fully granted it may be possible for us 
Mr. J. Chambrlain. 
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| to dispute it, and, of course, the funds 
| which will thereby fall to the credit of the 
| Transvaal Colony will be of the greatest 


advantage in the future administra- 
tion of the State. 

We appointed to that Commis. 
sion, in the first place, as chairman, 
my hon. and learned friend — the 


Member for Warwick. The hon. Mem- 
ber for the Mansfield Division, in a sort 
of universal condemnation of everybody 
concerned, found a supposed connection 
between Mr. Loveday and Wernher, 
Beit, and Company. Does the hon. 
Member attach any portion of his con- 
demnation to the hon. Member for 
Warwick ?) My hon. friend requires no 
defence from me in this House. The 
second member of the Commission was 
a valued and valuable member of the 
Colonial Service, Mr. Ashmore, who 
had been the Treasurer in Cyprus, a man 
of most undoubted integrity, of special 
ability, and of special capacity to deal with 
the kind of financial subjects which were 
likely to be brought before the Com- 
mission. Is anything said against him, 
or his honour, or capacity? I am here 
to defend him. When we had appointed 
those two gentlemen here, we asked Sir 
Alfred Milner to nominate someone of 
authority, of capacity, of local knowledge, 
who could be adjoined to those two 
gentlemen and who could assist in the 
inquiry which we were about to make; 
and it was in consequence of that that 


Mr. Loveday was suggested and ap- 
pointed. I know of nothing, and I 


challenge the hon, Member, instead of 
making these very vague accusations, to 
give something more of a definite shape 
—I challenge the hon. Gentleman to 
produce, in this House or out of it, any- 
thing which is to the discredit of Mr. 
Loveday. At all events, I know nothing 
of that kind. Sir Alfred Milner knows 
nothing of that sort. As far as we know, 
he is an honourable man, who is entitled 
to the position we gave him. Is really 
every man in the world to be considered 
as dishonourable, to be spoken of in 
company with persons who are described 
as common thieves and swindlers, because, 
forsooth, he happens to be, or to have 
been at one time or another, connected 
with some South African speculation, or 
with some of those engaged in South 
African speculation? I think that on 
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a previous occasion I heard the hon. 
Gentleman say that, although he had 
sold his shares, he had been at one time 
interested in South African speculation. 
No one is going to blame him for that ; 
but surely, if that is the case, he must 
have been in this indirect way connected 
with some of these firms. 


Mr. MARKELAM: I never have. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: | accept 
the hon. Gentleman's statement. If so, 
he must have been connected with other 
eapitalist firms. 

Mr. MARKHAM: No, never. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Pardon me; 
the hon. Gentleman does not understand. 
I understood him to say, and upon that | 
am basing my observations and argu- 
ment, that he had been at one time a 
shareholder in these South 
African speculations and mines. 


some ot 


Mr. MARKHAM: A. capitalist and 
holding capital is a very different thing. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I never 
referred to him as a capitalist. 
Mr. MARKHAM: No; being  con- 


nected with capitalists. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN ; If the hon. 
Gentleman has been at any time a co- 
shareholder with any of these capitalists, 


{19 Marcu 1901} 


|ment as 
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my way of business to come into any 
communication with them ; they do not 
come to me upon these matters, and I 
doubt whether there is any man in this 
House who really knows less of them 
than I do—but, while I am not going to 
allow myself to be influenced by them in 
the policy which I shall recommend to 
my colleagues or which the Government 
will adopt, on the other hand, | do say 
that Iam not going to be precluded from 
using in any position in South Africa or in 
this country any man who happens to 
have been at some time or other con- 
nected with some capitalist or another in 
South Africa. If | were to make such a 
self-denying ordinance as that, to begin 
with, | should be cutting myself out from 
all possibility of gaining the assistance 
for the Empire in what may still be a very 
difficult task of the men of the greatest 
capacity, the greatest energy, and the 
greatest zeal, and, | need not say, the 
greatest public spirit, in South Africa. 
One cannot make such a general state- 
that. If the hon. Member 
knows anything which is really to the 
discredit of any person who has been 
appointed either by me or by Sir Alfred 
Milner, either to a Commission in this 
country or to any post in the adminis- 


'tration in South Africa, and if he will 


bring that knowledge before me, I will 
promise him to have the closest investiga- 
tion made into the matter ; and, if I find 
his statement to be true, most certainly 


such person shall be dismissed trom that 


either with Wernher, Beit and Company, | 
y : > . | 
or Eckstein or Barnato, or any other of | 


these gentlemen, he is open to precisely 
the same charge he is bringing against 


Mr. Loveday. As far as | know, as far as | 
{ 


any information which is in my possession 
goes, the connection, if there was any 
connection, between Mr. Loveday and 
these firms was no more direct than such 
a connection as I have supposed to exist, 
on his own statement, between the hon. 
Gentleman and the company of which he 
was a shareholder. 

I wish to say at once that,” while 
most certainly I have not allowed my- 
self in any way to be influenced 


by what is called the capitalist element 
of South Afriea—I do not know these 
gentlemen, I hardly know one of them 
even by sight ; it did not happen to me in 


position. But I will not consider it to be 
a charge that a man has been connected 
with one of these large firms in South 
Africa, with whom probably everybody in 


| SouthAfrica has been conneeted—I| will not 





allow that to be considered a fatal charge 
which prevents his being employed in 
any position. 

Another charge has been brought 
against Mr. Loveday by the hon. Gen- 
tleman which might be considered 
by some to be even more serious— 
namely, that he was a burgher, a Boer, 
and was actually fighting a short time ago 
against the British forces. That has not 
prevented me from appointing him in 
the belief that he was the best man, and 
the man most capable of giving the 
requisite information in this case. But 
[ think this is a clear proof that it was 
not our friends we were trying to advan- 


R2 
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tage in the matter, and that we were 
seeking from, in fact, the whole popula- 
tions of South Africa the best men we 
could find. The hon. Gentleman, who 


sees Wernher, Beit and Company every- | 


where, made an allusion to a paper which 
he says was purchased by Messrs. Eck- 
stein or controlled by Messrs. Eckstein. 


Mr. MARKHAM: It was acquired by 
them. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : [accept the 
word—a paper that was acquired by 
them. What on earth has that to do 
with these Commissions, and why should 
not Messrs. Eckstein acquire a paper if 
they desire to do so?) What business 
is it of ours who acquires a paper ? There 
are some papers that | would not buy at 
any price, but if I did buy them I should 
not think it was the business of this 
House to complain. I again call the 
attention of the House to the enormity 
of the charges which have been brought 
by the hon. Gentleman, and the extreme 
slenderness of the base upon which 
these charges rest. All I say is thet, 
so far as 1 know, there is not a single 
word in the statement of the hon. Gentle- 
nan against the personal character of any 
otf the five men who have been appointed 
on these two Commissions. If the hon. 
Gentleman has a different opinion, | 
eall upon him for facts, and not mere 
statements and indirect insinuations 
which other people have brought, and of 
whom I know nothing. 


Mere. MARKHAM: The right hon. 
Gentleman has made white appear black, 
and black white, as I said he would do. 
[Hon. Members: Oh, oh!] What I 
say is, that when the Army appeared 
at Bloemtontein Messrs. Eckstein sud- 
denly appeared as proprietors of the 
paper, and that no public tenders had 
been called for it. 

Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk,  Stow- 
market) : I rise to a point of order. 
1 ask whether this subject is relevant 
to the motion before the Committee. 
*Tue CHAIRMAN : It does not appear 


to be relevant. 


Mr. MARKHAM: The right hon. 


Gentleman has referred to my position 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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as being a shareholder, and with the 
permission of the Committee I would 
like to point out that, being in business 
myself, and not having passed from the 
stage of beinga business man to that of 
a diplomatist like the right hon. Gentle- 
man—| Cries of “ Order, order !"|—a share- 
holder is not in the same position as a man 
who is an alternate director, acting 
as the representative of Messrs. Eckstein. 
[Hon. Mempers : Yes.] Well, if they do, 
I am sorry for their business capabilities, 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: I certainly do 
not think it necessary to defend myself 
against the charge of being a capitalist. 
[Cries of “There was no charge.”| | 
rise simply for the purpose of saying two 
or three words with regard to my friend 
Mr. Loveday. with whom I have been 
associated for four months, whom | 
believe to be one of the best and most 
honourable of men, and whom I know 
to be absolutely incapable ot anything 
but the most straightforward and honour- 
able action in public affairs. The hon. 
Member interpolated statement that 
he did not wish to make any charge 
against Mr. Loveday. His words were 
that he did not wish to throw dirt at 
Mr. Loveday. Then what was his 
object in making that speech? Does 
he suggest that Mr. Loveday is improperly 
under the influence of Messrs. Eckstein ! 
[Cries fromthe Government Benches of 
‘Answer. | 


Mr. MARKHAM : I will consider that. 


LYTTELTON : Does the hon. 
Member intend, or does he — not 
intend, to convey to the Committee 
that Mr. Loveday was under the im- 
proper influence of Messrs. ! 


* Mr. 


Eckstein ! 
If he does not intend to convey that to 
the Committee. then his observations 
were irrelevant and impertinent. But if 
the hon. Member has not the courage 
to say in this House whether he intends 
to make that charge, but shelters him- 
self behind one of those generalities, 
unfortunately too common nowadays, 
of desiring ** not to throw dirt,” then 
I must suppose that the hon. Member 
was neither irrelevant nor impertinent, 
but that he was merely inaccurate, and 
that he did make a charge, and that the 
purport of his words was in truth and 
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in fact that Mr. Loveday was under the 


y 


improper influence of Messrs. Eckstein. 
Let me examine that. 
true that Mr. Loveday was a director 
of the Electric Lighting Company of 
Pretoria. Is everybody who is a director 
of a» company in which another person 


has an interest under the improper 
influence of that person? I| think not. 
But I have better evidence in 


regard to this matter in favour of 
Mr. Loveday than that. Mr. Loveday 
was a director of the Pretoria Water 
Company, in which Messrs. Eckstein 
had a large interest. The question of 
the validity of that concession came up 
long before the Commission got to South 
Atrica—I think it was in 1898—and 
Mr. Loveday, notwithstanding that he 
was supposed by the hon. Gentleman, 
in his ignorance, to be under the in- 
fluence of Messrs. Eckstein, was the 
prime mover in the Volksraad of the 
Transvaal in procuring the cancellation 
ot the concession. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite bows his head, so that he knew 
that. 


Mr. MARKHAM assented. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON: What the 
Committee think of the candour of the 
hon. Member who comes to this House 
and accuses Mr. Loveday, who was 
doing honourable service in the Trans- 
vaal long before the hon. Member was 
ever heard of—— 


does 


Mr. MARKHAM: There was no con- 


cession at all. 


*Mr. LYTTELTON : There was a con- 
cession. What does the House think 
ot the candour of the hon. Member 
making such a charge against an honour- 
able manas that he is under the improper 
influence of Messrs. Eckstein, and not 
disclosing to the House the faet, which 
he knows, that Mr. Loveday’s exertions 
were devoted to procuring the cance!!a- 
tion of the concession in which Messrs. 
Eckstein were primarily interested? I 
speak with no warmth about myself. | 
can well afford to pass by the observa- 
tions of the hon. Gentleman. I am 
satisfied that no such charges as have 
been made against this Commission, 
over which I have the honour to pre- 


{19 Marcu 1901} 


It is perfectly , 
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side, would have been made except by 
a new Member, and I grant to the hon. 
Gentleman the indulgence for which 
he so repeatedly craved, and which is 
always extended to new Members for 
having done so. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Seotland Division) said he understood 
\this Vote referred to the mission 
of the hon. Member for West Belfast 
to South Africa. It was somewhat 
remarkable that the Committee should 
be asked to vote money for a Com- 
mission before any Report had been 
presented by it, or any statement made 
by the hon. Gentleman who was a 
member of it. He had seen no Report, 
public or private, as to what the hon. 
Member for West Belfast had done in 
South Africa. He understood the hon. 
Gentleman took some evidence, but none 
of that evidence was before the House, 
and it seemed to him very extraordinary 
that in these circumstances they should 
be asked to vote this money. He was 
entitled to express surprise because this 
was a question on which, as an Irishman, 
he felt very strongly. He understood 
that the object of the hon. Gentleman 
was to promote something of the nature 
of what was called in the history of 
Ireland “the plantation of Ulster “— 
the plantation of the land of the Boers 
by people from this country. He did 
not know how far he would be entitled 
to discuss the merits of such a policy on 
this Vote, but he might say that, if 
there was any tragic page in the history 
of Ireland which was stained with war, 
bloodshed, and fury more than another, 
it was the record of the confiscation 
of the lands of the original inhabitants 
and the plantation of them by people 
of another race and religion. He pressed 


upon the right hon. Gentleman the 
Colonial Secretary not to make the 


task of the settlement of the Transvaal 
and the Orange River Colonies more 
difficult by introducing into them a 
people of foreign origin or by adopting 
a policy of confiscation and spoliation. 
He had not been in South Africa 
himself, but he had spoken to many 
gentlemen who had been there, and he 
was informed that the portion of country 
over which the hon. Member for West 
, Belfast had conducted his investigations 
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was not eminently suited for the settle- 
ment of men of a new race. The life 
there must be pastoral, and any men 
that we could send out from this country 
would find it absolutely intolerable. 
Therefore he called upon the right hon. 
Gentleman to utter a warning to the 
many thousands of people in this country 


. . | 
who were contemplating going to these 


new States, that they would not find 
in the pastoral districts a favourable 
sphere for their energies or the invest- 
ment of their capital. 


sik J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.), on a point of order, said that an 
Amendment had already been moved on 
this Vote, and it did not seem to him 
to be a very convenient course to begin 
debate on a new subject until that 
Amendment had been disposed of. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: If the right hon. 
Gentleman will look at the Paper he 
will find on page 4 that the Section 
begins © O.—Transvaal Concessions and 
Land Settlement Commissions.” What 
has fallen from the hon. Gentleman is 
pertinent to that section, and therefore 
it can be raised on the Amendment 
before the Committee. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I ean 
satisfy the hon. Member in a very tew 
sentences. In the first place, I express 
surprise at his surprise that the Vote 
appears in this form before the Report 
of the Commission has been issued. It 
is a most common occurrence, when the 
work of a Commission extends over a 
considerable period, that a Vote should 
be taken for their expenses, and that is 
the case here. 


Me. T. P. O'CONNOR: I am quite 
willing to defer discussion if the oppor- 
tunity will come later on. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Gentleman cannot discuss his particular 
point now. We are not considering the 
policy of the Commission—that will come 
on at a later date. Im a case of this 
kind we sent out a Commission of In- 
quiry, and we shall have to consider 
whether the evidence and Report shall 
be published. 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


{COMMONS} 


Of course, they will be, 
published if we proceed upon them ;| 





but the matter must be considered along 


with Sir Alfred Milner. 1 think it may 
relieve the mind of the hon. Member 
if I say that there is no intention on the 
part of the Government to repeat the 
experiment of “ the plantation of Ulster,” 
whatever we may do. 


sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said that he understood 
some one had procured the concession 
from the Transvaal Government for 
the supply of water and gas to Pretoria, 
and he wanted to know who was in 
possession of that concession now. 


AN Hon. MemBer : “ A concession” for 
waterworks. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
This concession has nothing to do with 
the Vote under discussion. 


Sik JOHN BRUNNER: 
endeavour to keep in order. We all 
know that when a concession is given, it 
is merely handed over to another party 
at a big profit. What I want to know 
is, who is in possession now of the water- 


I always 


works concession. 


Mr. LYTTELTON : 
were granted to concessionaires in 1897, 
and the Committee of the Volksraad 
cancelled these exclusive powers in 1808. 
The suggestion of the Committee of 
the Volksraad was that a valuation ot 
the concession to the waterworks com- 
pany should be made, and that the 
power of supplying water to Pretoria 
should be entrusted to the municipality. 


Exclusive powers 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE asked whether 
it would not be in order, in discussing 
the recommendations of the Commission 
for settling soldiers in the Transvaal, 
to discuss the policy of appointing that 
Commission at all. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Certainly any- 
thing as to the appointment and per- 
sonnel of the Commission would be in 
order. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Or the de- 
sirability of appointing the Commission 
at all ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Yes. 
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Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said that | tion, either in the papers or otherwise. 
it seemed to him that £7,800 was a very| The question he wished to put was 
large sum for the Committee to vote! whether any evidence had been taken by 
without any statement being made | the Commission, and if so, when it was 
with regard to it, and he was not inclined | likely to be printed. and whether it was 
to allow the Vote to pass without oppo-| complete. Ii it was, it was quite time 
sition. He could not see that much) that the Report should have been pub- 
trouble would arise if this matter was | lished. He had great doubts as to the 
postponed until the details were before | wisdom of the policy of appointing this 
tlie House, and he thought that, if it was} Commission at all. It would only ex- 
desired that the wheels of Parliament | asperate the Boers, and lead them to 
should revolve more freely, the Govern-| protract the war to the utmost. All 
ment would be well advised to postpone | sorts of reports had been circulated 
this Vote until such time as the details | among them, and on the top of all these 
were available. If the Vote was allowed | was this Commission appointed to con- 
to pass on this occasion, the Committee | sider whether we could not settle troops 
would have no further opportunity | in South Africa. Before we could give 
of discussing the matter, theretore their | the farms to our troops somebody would 
only opportunity was to inquire now have to be expatriated, and he could only 
closely into the way in which the money | condemn the unwisdom of appointing a 
had been spent. The statement which | Commission which would give the Boers 
had been made with regard to this matter | the idea that our object in prosecuting 
had been satisfactory to nobody. He, | this war was not to give equal rights to 
personally, had never before heard | all, but to obtain not only the gold mines 
so laboured a statement. He had been | but the country as well. Hon. Members 
absolutely amazed at the crudeness of | had probably, like himself, read articles 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman, | which distinctly recommended that, the 
who had asked the House to pass this} Boers having now practically become 
Vote without giving any explanation | rebels, their farms should be forfeited 
whatever. The point the House desired | and given to the Yeomanry. If there 
to know was what the concessions were.) was anything calculated to keep the 
The right hon. Gentleman surely did) Boers in arms it was such a thing as this. 
not think the House was so simple as to | If they were under the impression that 
pass this amount of money without | their farms would be taken away and 
knowing what the concessions were in given to the English troops, he ventured 
Part 2, which had reference to the possi- | to saythat evena nationof arrant cowards 
bility of settling soldiers in South Africa. , would fight to the last kopje before they 
He did not approve of large sums like would give in. The appointment of the 
this being voted upon such meagre Commission was one of those foolish 
information as had been given to the things which had been done first of all to 
House. If the right hon. Gentleman | lead to the war, and afterwards to pro- 
saw his way to explain this matter fully, | long and embitter it. As the result of 
it might be possible to get the Vote! this policy there, no doubt, would be the 
through, but in the absence of any idea in the minds of the Boers that there 
explanation he did not think hon. would be a Cromwellian settlement all 
Members would be justified in passing over the country. If that was so, it 
the Vote, and he should certainly | would be the result of the official acts of 
oppose it. |this country. He believed the right 

| hon. Gentleman was fully convineed of 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the Com-| the unwisdom of his act, although, no 


mittee was very often called upon to| doubt, when he entered upon it he 
thought the Boer war was over, and now 


vote money for Commissions and matters | : ache 

} thew fis sfore the Henorte of | the Commission had come over and had 
of that kind before the Reports of the | ™ A ; : 
Commissions were published. But with | said that the whole thing was impossible. 
regard to other Commissions, half the He was perfectly convinced that this 
evidence had usually been published Commission would cost not only the 
either in the newspapers or in the House; | amount of the Vote—£7,800—but mil- 


whereas in this case they had no informa- | lions of money, as it would make the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Boers fight to the last. 





{COMMONS} 
There was no} Mr. 


PATRICK O'BRIEN : 
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one more responsible for prolonging the | had accepted the closure. 


than the right 


He (Mr. 


war 
himself. 


Mr. J.CHAMBERLAIN moved, “That |) Mr. 
the Question be now put.” 


MARKHAM rose. 


moment Mr. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Does 
Member wish to withdraw 
ment ! 


Mr. MARKHAM: 
Member, 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN 
whether, 
closure having been moved and accepted, — Mr. 
Member is entitled to withdraw 


I wish to ask you, Sir, 
the hon. 
his motion. 


hon. 
Lloyd-George) should 
support the motion for reduction. 


Yes, Sir. 
continuing, said that he had no 
desire to make an attack on the hon. and 
learned Member tor Warwick. 


Gentleman | 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The 


evidently expected me to accept it. 


hon. 


call upon Mr. Markham. 


At the same 


of the hon. 


the hon. 
his Amend- 


him nor 
against him. 
Committee, 


draw his Amendment. 
. no.’ 
mitted to say that, 
case it 
casting an imputation upon the conduct 
hon. 


The hon. | ©... No 


of 
cerned, in 


a | of the 
(Kilkenny): | should take 


the 


] move, ~* 


Que stion put, 


now put. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is entitled to say why he wishes to with-| The 
draw it. Noes, 93. 
AYES. 

Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Cecil, Eve lyn (Aston Manor) 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden | Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn Chapman, Edward 

Arkw right, Jobn St inhope Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Arrol, Sir William Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,\Sir Ellis Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Colston, Charles E. H. Athole 
Austin, Sir John Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Cox, Irwin E. Bainbridge 
Balearres, Lord Cranborne, Viscount 

Jaldwin, Alfred Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
nye 2 Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 


Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjz unin 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagzree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
3rookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Bull, William James 

Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


‘ubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar, T.R.(T’r H’nl’ts,S.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingtield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph ¢ 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Faber, George Denison 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


last wish to cast any 
directly or indirectly, 
Member for Warwick. 
regard to Mr. 
make 


J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
That the Question be now put.” 


Committee 
(Division List No. 72.) 


MARKHAM said that it was his 


reflections, either 
upon the conduet 
With 
Loveday, he did not accuse 
any charge whatsoever 
With the permission of the 
therefore, he would with- 
| Nationalist eries 
‘| Then he might be per- 
so far as he was con- 
should be taken as 


Member for Warwick, he 
no part in the division. 


Then, Sir, 


‘That the Question be 


divided :—Aves, 195; 


William Hayes 

Hon. Edward <A. 
Foster, Sir M. (London Univ.) 
Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.( Elgin Nairn) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene SirE = (BrySEdm’nds 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raion ‘ambs.) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof( L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Harris, F. L. (Tynemouth) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James(Statfords. ,N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 
Hisvinbottom, S. W. 
Hoare, EdwBrodie( Hampstead 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 
How ard, Cc apt: J(Kent,Faversh. 
Hudson, ¢ ieorge Bickersteth 


Fisher, 
Fitzroy, 


Member 
I 
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Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, SirRichard Claverhouse 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. | 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut-General 

Law, Andrew Ronar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | 
Lowe, Francis William | 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Es skdale) | 
Loyd, Are hie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Artaur, Charles (Liverp’l) 
M‘killop, James (Stirlingshire | 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingden) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire | 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamst. 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, = hard 

Boy le, James 

Brive, John 

Siendhaset, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Faroe oo Sproston 


Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, $ 
Claney, John phar 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Daly, James 
Davies, Alfred (¢ 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dutty. William J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 
Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


‘armarthen) 


Question, ““ That the 
Vote 3, be reduced by £200, 
the Transvaal 
Settlement Commissions,” 
ingly, and negatived. 








Item, 


Concessions 





{19 Marcu 1901} 


Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham( Bute 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 


Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Partington, Oswald 


Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
| Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, John S. 


tankin, Sir James 

a Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock ) 
Banshaw, Charles Bine 
fentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Saunderson,RtHn.Col. Edw. J. 
Sharpe, Wiliiam Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, A beiH. (Hertford, East) 
Sinith, HC(North’um.Tynes’de 


NOES. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Hanmunond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kitson, Sir James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lioyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘ Kenna,'Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morton, Edw..J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, J. 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
(Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 


Class 5, | 
in respect ot 
and Land 
put accord- 


| 
| 


Members 





were 
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Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

sane gs SirMarkJ.M‘Tagegart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, P erey M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,CLSirC. E. H(Shettield 
Walker, Col. Wm. Hall 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Welby. Lt. or A.C. E.(Tauntn 
Whiteley,H. (shton-u. -Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Young, Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 

O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

Y Kelly, Jas. ( Roscommon,N.) 

O'Malley, Wi ‘iliam 

O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Rigg, Richard 

Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 

Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower 

Thompson, E.C.( Monaghan,N. 

Trev eg 3 Charles Philips 

Tully, Jasper 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 

White, _ (York, E. R.) 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

W illianye, ( eae Merioneth) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
not present. 


House 
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counted ; and, forty Members being | of fact, been raging, but of that the Com- 


found present—- 

British EAst AFRICA PROTECTORATE. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the British 
East African Protectorate had a finance 
of the strangest description. It was, he 
believed, the only subject on the Civil 
Service Estimates in regard to which 
there was always a Supplementary Esti- 
mate, and that Supplementary Estimate 
generally largely exceeded in amount the 
original Estimate for the vear. That 
made this Protectorate unique in its 
finance. That it was no exaggeration 
to say there was always a Supplementary 
Estimate was shown by the fact that there 


were two Estimates each vear in 1896, 
1897, 1898, 1899, 1900, and also this 
year. Financial purists who objected to 


Supplementary Estimates would find this 
case certainly by far the strongest that 
existed in the Estimates, and doubtless 
notice would be taken of it. Different 
reasons were given in different years by 
the Foreign Office for the Supplementary 
Estimate. Sometimes the 
were frankly told that it was in conse- 
quence of deficiency on revenue, and at 
other times, as on the present occasion, 
that it was due to wars. But each year 
when the Appropriation accounts ap- 
peared there was always a muddle of the 
finances of the protectorate—wars, the 
ordinary pay and upkeep of the troops in 
time of peace, police, justice. charges 
which ought really to appear in the 
Uganda Railway Vote, telegraph charges 
—all were muddled together in the most 
inextricable fashion, and he was afraid 
that those accounts had hardly justified 
in past years the particular explanations 
which had been given of the Supplemen- 
tary Estimates. In 1900 there was 
a very large Supplementary Estimate, 
mostly accounted for by wars, and the 
then Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs promised that there would be a 
very great reduction in the Estimates 
this year. As the Committee could see, 
however, by the large Supplementary 
Vote now before them, and the ordinary 
Vote in the Estimates, the promise 
had not been kept. The explanation was 


that the Foreign Office had been carrying 
on officially and publicly two wars, and, 
he believed, a third war had, as a matter 


Committee | 

















mittee had no information. The Appro- 


| priation Accounts showing the allocation 


in past years of the two Votes—the 
Supplementary and the ordinary—for 
this protectorate brought together a most 
curious collection of items, including 
compensation to slave-owners. He men- 
tioned that in case the Under Secre- 
tary of State could give the Committee 
any information in regard to it. 

This protectorate presented the very 
worst specimen of either colonial or pro- 
tectorate finance appearing in the Ac- 
counts. Even Uganda, which had had 
a curious financial history, had not 
involved this constant supremacy of the 
Supplementary over the ordinary Esti- 
mate. The wars to which the excesses 
were attributed were conducted by an 
Office, the real duty of which was not to 
carry on wars, but to conduct the diplo- 


matic and consular business of the 
country. The better one thought of 


the Foreign Office, the more fit one 
thought it was for its task, the less one 
wished that it should have this sort of 
business on its hands. The foreign 
affairs of this country were sufficiently 
complicated, and the demands on the 
attention of the Foreign Office in regard 
to China and other parts of the world 
were quite enough, without that Office 
being called upon either to administer 
protectorates or to engage armies and 
carry on wars. There was nothing in 
which this country differed more from 
every other country than in the fact that 
here we had Colonial Office armies, 
Foreign Office armies, the Indian Army 
employed in Africa, and a medley of troops 
and war expenditure charged on the Civil 
Service Estimates—all entirely outside 
the control of the War Office, both as 
regards the command and the composi- 
tion of the forces. The Foreign Office 
could not provide generals, but had to 
hire its troops, to some extent, and its 
officers, very largely, from the War Office 
and the India Office to carry on these 
wars, with the result that there were 
these Supplementary Estimates year 
after year. The concealment, both of the 
finance and of the wars, was very con- 
siderable. The country was not allowed 
the ordinary sources of information. 
Those who served the Foreign Office on 
that coast were not permitted to make 
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any statement as to what was passing, 
and very little indeed was known in this 
country as to what really did occur. In 
the past the country had gradually 
become aware of much that passed on that 
coast ; in the course of time people heard 
the details of the wars, and of the troubles 
which led to those wars, from two sources 
—the Primitive Methodist missionaries 
and the Church of England missionaries 
in East Africa. 

He desired to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State whether he was able to 
report to the House any change in 
the views of the Government as to the 
future of this strip of territory ? Might 
the country look to the Foreign Office 
contemplating the possibility of divesting 
themselves of the control and the govern- 
ment of this land? The original reasons 
given for the Foreign Oftice holding such 
places at all was that complications might 
arise with other countries. But there 
was much less risk nowadays of complica- 
tions with foreign countries on the British 
East African coast than in almost any 
other part of the world in which this 


country was interested. Sir Arthur 
Hardinge, having received the promo- 


tion he deserved, had been replaced by 
another officer in chief command. Sir 
Arthur Hardinge held very peculiar 
views, which he frankly stated both pub- 
lily and privately. The Committee 
desired to know, with regard to the future 
of this territory, what chance there was 
that the promises by which the Govern- 
ment were supposed to be bound, under 
the advice of Sir Arthur Hardinge, would 
be gradually got rid of. In British East 
Atrica we were supposed to be obliged to 
tolerate an exceptional condition of affairs, 
in order to avoid risings and petty wars. 
We had recognised the institution of 
slavery to a degree in which we had never 
recognised it in any other part of the 
world, and had been told this was neces- 
sary to avoid troubles with Arab chieis. 
But risings had not been avoided, year 
by year the Committee were asked to 
vote large sums of money—£200,000, 
£300,000, and sometimes £400,000—for 
these wretched little wars with the very 
Arab chiefs who were supposed to be 
conciliated by the promises which had 
been made. He had always denied that 
any promise had been made which was 
different from the ordinary pledges which 
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‘had been given over and over again, and 
> 5 


which were not supposed to commit 
us to any recognition of slavery. The 
promise which was made when we 
took over the government, not by 
anyone sent out from home, but by 
a junior officer in the Navy who 
became Prine Minister to the Sultan of 
Zanzibar, was that for the future we 
would observe the laws and customs of the 
country. Such promises had been made 
hundreds of times in India, but had never 
been supposed to commit us to a recogni- 
tion—certainly not for a prolonged period 
—of the status of slavery. The Secre- 
tary of State, who was supposed to have 
authorised the promise, had stated pub- 
licly that he had never intended such a 
promise to be made, or one in any way 
committing us as to the future. The 
facts that had been revealed from time to 
time as to the slavery in the protectorate 
were such that he asked whether the time 
had not now come when the Govern- 
ment could give some pledge as to the 
future. If we were not able to avoid 
these worrying little wars, involving the 
payment of such large sums of money, 
at all events weshould abolish the legal 
status of slavery in British East Africa as 
we had abolished it in every other part 
of the Empire. In order to get a state- 
ment from the Under Secretary of State 
he moved to reduce the Vote by £1,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Item, Class 5, Vote 2, be 
reduced by £1,000, in respect of British 
fast Africa.” —(Sir Charles Ditke.) 


*TuHe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 

For FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
CRANBORNE, Rochester), who was very 
imperfectly heard in the gallery, was 
understood to express the opinion that 
the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Forest of Dean was over-suspicious 
with regard to the Supplementary Esti- 
mate under discussion. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that various excuses 
were put forward year after year, and he 
apparently had no very great confidence 
that the reasons put forward for the extra 
expenditure altogether corresponded to 
the facts. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: They are not 


complete. 
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*Viscount CRANBORNE:  Person- | course they would not, and consequently 


ally, | am not conscious of any incom- 
pleteness. The right hon. Gentleman 
had a very great experience of public 
affairs, and the noble Lord confessed that 
his suspicious attitude made him some- 
what uncomfortable as to how affairs 
were arranged inthe older days. On the 
present occasion he came before the Com- 
mittee quite frankly, without any arrire 
pensee whatever, and asked that they 
should find the money necessary for the 
particular war we had undertaken in 
East Africa. Before going into the par- 
ticulars of that expedition, however, he 
would refer briefly to the general matters 
about which the right hon. Gentleman 
had spoken. Those matters were, if he 
night say so, entirely irrelevant to the 
Vote before the Committee, because 
money was taken only for the particular 
subject reterred to. 

The right hon. Gentleman had 
said that the finance of the pro- 
tectorate was always in the greatest 
confusion ; that the expedients adopted 
by the Foreign Oftice were almost chaotic 
in their character ; and that troops were 
borrowed from anywhere to carry on 
these wars. It was perfectly true that 
one part of the British Empire went to 
another part to obtain assistance, but 
that was one of the great advantages of 
belonging to a great organisation like the 
British Empire--that one part could 
help another. But it was not at all the 
fact that the Foreign Office authorities 
had nothing to rely upon themselves. 
There were a series of bodies of troops, 
some in Central Atrica, some in Uganda, 
and some in British East Africa, and 
before long there would besome in Somali- 
land also. The right hon. Gentleman 
stated that no information was given to 
the House of Commons as to what 
occurred in this protectorate. The 
little heard otf these 
small expeditions was that in the midst 
of all the great events of the British Em- 
pire they were really of only slight public 
interest. What it that gave the 
House and the country information as 
to the war in South Africa? It was the 
presence of special correspondents on the 
spot. Would anybody suggest that any 
of our great newspapers would be well- 
advised in sending specia! cerrespondents 
to watch these punitive expeditions ? Of 


was 


Treasoh so 


was 


that great source of information was not 
available. The same amount of secrecy 


}as was undoubtedly necessary in foreign 


affairs was not requisite in regard to 
these expeditions, and the right hon. 
Gentleman had only to place questions on 
the Paper; he would find no reluctance on 
the part of the Foreign Oftice to reply 
fully. The only reason Papers had not 
been laid on the Table concerning affairs 
in East Africa was that the information 
was not vet complete, and, considering 
the small amount of matter in hand, it 
was thought to be wiser to wait until full 
and complete despatches had been re- 
ceived. If, however, the Committee was 
very anxious about the matter, there 
probably would be no unwillingness to lay 
on the Table the incomplete papers. 
The right hon. Gentleman had referred 
to the question of slavery, but that had 
nothing to do with this Vote, andthe war 
which had been undertaken had nothing 
whatever to do with slavery. Slavery 
was a very important question ; it had 
been debated over and over again in the 
House, the position of the Government 
had been several times stated, and he (the 
noble Lord) would be prepared to deal 
with the question on the proper occasion. 
The particular war in British East Africa 
to which the right hom. Gentleman 
had referred was in Jubaland, whereas 
the other had to do with Somali- 
land, and it was for these two wars that 
the Committee were asked to provide this 
money. The war in Jubaland had 
nothing to do with slavery, but, as so often 
happened, with a case of murder. The 
British Agent. Mr. Jenner, a most valuable 
public servant, had great sympathy with 
the people among whom he moved. He 
unfortunately had too much confidence 
in his influence over the people, and con- 
sequently trusted them in a way which 
was now a cause of regret. It appeared 
that he had some difference with a chief 
who was accused of complicity in a crime 
which had been committed a little while 
previously, and for which a certain 
amount of punishment had been imposed 
by Mr. Jenner. In consequence, this chief 
conceived a great hatred for Mr. Jenner, 
and, in concert with another chief, waited 
for a favourable opportunity for revenge. 
At the end of November, Mr. Jenner, with 
only a small escort, went up country for 
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surveying purposes ; he was followed and 
murdered. When a British officer in the 
execution of his duty was murdered, the 
first duty of the Government was to see 
that that murder was promptly avenged, 
and hence this expedition. The total 
force. when it moved off, numbered about 
1.500 men. These troops took a little time 
to get together, as some had to be obtained 
from India, and then they had to be pro- 
perly rationed, and everything else made 
ready. They marehed some distance up 
the valley of the Juba, and then fifty- 
seven milesin a north-westerly direction, 
when they were suddenly attacked by 
Qgadens, and, as small expeditions go, a 
really sanguinary battle ensued. He was 
sorry to say that amongst those who 
were killed on the British side were 
Colonel Maitland and another officer. 
The difficulties of the country were 
very great. They could hear the 
enemy talking on each side of them, so 
close did they get to them without being 


seen. The flying column behaved admir- 
ably under such circumstances. They 


had not yet received the written reports 
from the officers in cotmmand in regard 
to what actually happened, and he 
anxiously awaited those reports, which 
would immediately be laid on the Table. 
With regard to the tuture. certain pre- 
cautions were going to be taken, andif all 
went well there ought to be no more fight- 
ing. Of course it was impossible to make 
expeditions without paying for them, and 
the long and short of this Vote was that 
the Committee were now asked to vote 
the money for that purpose. It was an 
absolutely unexpected expedition which 
was forced upon the Government, and no 
amount of businesslike capacity on the 
part of the Foreign Office or on the part 
of the Colonial Office could have led them 
to foresee that Mr. Jenner would be mur- 
dered in November. Consequently, no 
amount of foresight could have avoided 
the expedition. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): I wish to congratulate the 
noble Lord upon the very accurate know- 
ledge which he appears to possess upon 
this subject. 
extent—that a murder was committed of 
a British officer, and that entailed a 
punitive expedition, and that has been 
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entailed considerable loss on our side and 
on the other side. I do not think that 


the noble Lord representing the Foreign 
| Office was entirely justified in putting 


aside the very pertinent remarks made 
by my right hon. friend. Though this 
Estimate may have been necessary, 
what we complain of is that, with the 
exception of the speech just made by the 
noble Lord, we have had no explanation 
of the circumstances which rendered this 
expenditure necessary. With these large 
amounts perpetually occurring — the 
Government give us cause to complain 
that this country is put to large expense in 
regard to these protectorates, and we 
have no proper opportunity of controlling 
this expenditure. To that point the noble 
Lord made no reply at all. This is not 
only the case in regard to warlike opera- 
tions, but also in regard to other matters. 
It is not in order now to discuss that 
unfortunate Uganda railway, — but 
whether it is in regard to war or to rail- 
ways the Government show the same 
unbusinesslike qualities which have fol- 
lowed their operations in British East 
Africa. I agree with the right hon. 
Baronet the Member tor the Forest of 
Dean that the time has come when such 
questions as this should come under the 
control of the Colonial Office, and should 
not remain in the hands of the Foreign 
Office. It is clear that in the earlier 
stages of these spheres of influence and 
protectorates when they have to be de- 
limitated they should be in the hands of 
the Foreign Office. but when there is no 
question of delimitation they should be 
under the control of the Colonial Office. 
I am not pressing the noble Lord to hand 
this over to the Colonial Office, because 
we had information given to us in regard 
to that Office last night which did not 
commend itself to my views at all. I 
think it must be acknowledged that the 
natural place for a colony is to be under 
the Colonial Office, and not the Foreign 
Office. The noble Lord declined to dis- 
cuss a qusstion which | think is pertinent 
and of great importance, and that is the 
question in regard to the legal status of 
slavery in East Africa, which still remains. 


*THue CHAIRMAN: As this money is 
only taken for a military expedition, a 
discussion of the legal status of slavery 


successful; but, unfortunately, it has | will not be in order. 
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say upon that point is that I hope the 
noble Lord will give this matter his best 
attention, and not be too much bound 
by the action of his predecessor. As 
regards this Supplementary Vote | shall 
not oppose it, but I hope the noble Lord 
will be able to look into the finances of 
British East Africa and see that these 
perpetual Votes are not so constantly 
recurring under his auspices. 


*Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said that if the noble Lord would turn to 
the last report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor General he would find that the 
accounts in previous years for this parti- 
eular Vote had not been sent in with full 
details at all. A considerable number of 
vouchers had been lost, and the figures 
were merely reminiscent of what the 
facts might have been. He thought the 
whole question of the British Protee- 
torate ot Kast Africa could not 
be considered merely in the light 
of what it had cost in the present year. 
He proposed to recall to the mind of the 
Committee what were the hopes with 
which the Government went into British 
East Africa and how year atter year 
those hopes had been falsified. They 
took over the territory in 1895, and the 
representative of the Foreign Office in 
this House at that time told the Com- 
mittee that the estimated cost would be 
£30,000 a vear. The Colonial Secretary 
also spoke at that time, and described 
this protectorate as a vast and_ fertile 
territory where we should ultimately 
establish the Par Britannica, which 
would enable the people to live quietly 
together and engage in agricultural and 
other pursuits. He hoped this Com- 
mittee before it sanctioned this Estimate 
would realise how far those hopes of 
suecesstul agricultural pursuits and the 
establishment of the Paz Britannica 
had been justified by the course 
of events. In 1896 the — original 
Estimate was £30,000, but the Supple- 
mentary Estimate for that year amounted 
to £20.975 : in 1897 the original Estimate 
exceeded the former original Estimate 
and the Supplementary Estimate put 
together, for it amounted to £65,000, and 
this was followed by a Supplementary 
Estimate of £36,700. In the year 1898 


4 


the amount asked for was £75,000, and 
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this was followed by yet another Supple- 
mentary Estimate of £35,000. In the 
vear 1899 £90,000 was asked tor, and this 
was followed by a Supplementary Esti- 
mate of £54,000. In the year 1900 
the original Estimate was £99,000, 
to which was added a smaller Supple- 
mentary Estimate, this time of £11,000, 
In 1901 the original Estimate was 
£87,000, but the Supplementary Esti. 
mate which they were now discussing 
amounted to £140,000. Therefore, this 
country, which was to cost £30,000 a vear, 
was costing £227,000 for this year alone, 
and every single year since England 
first took it over the original estimated 
cost had been enormously exceeded, 
and never less than doubled. In 
return for this expenditure the trade 
they got was nothing approaching the 
vast amount of money which had been 
expended in this protectorate. Every 
penny of these Supplementary Estimates 
had been voted not in the peaceful de- 
velopment of the country ; not to establish 
the Pax Britannica, but in carrying war 
into the homes of the natives. Were they 
wise in continuing a policy which had 
falsified every one of their hopes and 
belied all their calculations, and which 
had shown every official prophecy on the 
subject to have been wrong?) Mr. Jenner 
had been killed, and it was the duty of 
the British Government to take such 
measures as were necessary to secure the 
safety of the British Residents there in 
the future. But the point to be con- 
sidered was, in his opinion, whether 
they were wise in sending British 
Residents into those territories at all, 
for the cost of protecting them there 
far exceeded anything which they might 
expect to get in return. If his right hon. 
friend proceeded to a division he should 
certainly support him in the Lobby. 
They were having these unexpected and 
unexplained Estimates hurled at their 
heads too often. The hon. Member tor 
Poplar had shown that this result was 
mostly due to placing the control and 
management of these protectorates in 
the hands of a Department which 
was not suited for the work. Was 
it wise, prudent, or businesslike to 
take the administration of these terri- 
tories out of the hands of the Department 
which possessed trained people to do that 
particular work?) He?remembered that 
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the present Secretary of State for War 
promised the House he would not have 
a Supplementary Estimate this year 
for Uganda. He was able to do so 
with confidence, because, as has since 
appeared, he knew that the Foreign 
Office Army was fully occupied else- 
where. Evidently, the Foreign Office 
meant to show that they could have 
their little wars as well as the Colonial 
Office. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said that the part 
of the Empire which he represented would 
not be benefited by the expenditure ot 
these enormous sums for this most un- 
fortunate expedition. He did not know 
of a single case where the loss of one life 
had cost so much to the country. This 
officer went into that country without 
escort and without any military protec- 
tion, knowing that his life was in danger, 
and he undertook this survey and was 
murdered by this chief who had vin- 
dictive feelings towards him. The result 
was this punitive expedition, and because 
one British official had lost his life some 
forty troops had been killed or wounded 
on our side and some 400 of the enemy 
had been destroyed. No less than 400 
people had been killed in order to avenge 
the death of one officer, and the sum of 
£140,000 had been placed upon the taxes 
of this country. He could not congratu- 
late the Government upon this way of 
establishing the Pax Britannica. The 
country had been called the white man’s 
grave, for it was very marshy, and 
malarial fever there was most deadly. 
What did England gain by all this? 
The hon. Gentleman who had just spoken 
had proved that in trade they received 
nothing like an adequate return for this 
expenditure. They must arrive at the 
conclusion that the policy of the Govern- 
ment in this respect had been extrava- 
gant and had not been successful, and 
instead of benefiting British trade it had 
been a great failure. He thought the 
claim that they should abandon such a 
policy was a reasonable and just one. In 
Ireland they got no benefit whatever, 
and this policy increased their taxes in a 
shocking and extravagant manner. The 
facts placed before the Committee that 
evening were startling in the highest 
degree. He had always understood that 
slavery was not tolerated in any country 
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‘where the British flag floated, and yet 


it was admitted that slavery was in full 
force in this protectorate. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The question of 


slavery does not arise. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: They should 
have more information about the staff 
of officials than had been yet given to the 
Committee. It had been pointed out 
that the press of this country was not 
represented in these expeditions, and 
the public had to rely on officials for 
information. If all the information 
was to be judged by that supplied by the 
officials of this House, there was con- 
siderable room for improvement as to the 
truth of the facts furnished. If the 
Government were determined to carry 
on this system of throwing money into 
this bottomless hole of East Africa, they 
should give some information as to their 
policy ; and special facilities should be 
afforded the Press to accompany the 
expeditions. There was no knowing 
what horrible cruelties were being per- 
petrated on both sides. What was the 
reason why a force of only 1,500 men 
cost £140,000? That seemed to be a 
very large sum. How long a -period 
did it cover? The Irish people paid 
their share of this immense expenditure, 
but did not benefit in the slightest degree 
from these punitive expeditions, which 
indeed only added to their misfortunes. 
He hoped the right hon. the Member 
for Forest of Dean would press his motion 
to a division. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I appeal to the 
Committee to bring this branch of this 
discussion to a close as soon as possible, 
as there are other matters of great interest 
and importance with which the Com- 
mittee very much desire to deal. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said they 
were dealing with the first item of this 
Vote, and he desired to ask, on a point 
of order, whether, when the first item 
was disposed of, they would be able to 
go on to the next. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : That is so. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE said he pro- 
posed to divide on this motion. The 
Chairman had ruled that on this oceasion 
they could not deal with the question of 
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the legal status of slavery in this Protec- | 
torate, but at the same time it would be 
in the minds of hon. Members that no | 
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pledge had been given by the Govern- | 


ment on the subject. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 
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Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
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Sir Charles Dilke. 


S.): L think 
that we Irish Members on a question like 
this. involving so much money— 
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| Noes, 117. 
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Flower, Ernest 
Gartit, William 
( sodson, Sir August usFrederick 
rpaegg Hn.J.K.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW (BryS Ednv’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 


Grevilie, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hain, Edward 

Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf'd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 
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| be now put.” 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, 
tion be now put.” 


“That the Ques- 


“That the 


(uestion 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 204 ; 
(Division List No. 


13.) 


Lowe, Francis William 
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Loyd, Archie Kickman 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin H. | 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptf'd) 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Ed ward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, Jolin S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Raseh, Major Frederic ¢ 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Robertson, Herbert = aie 
Rolleston, Sir John F. 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,|Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E. J. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 

| Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tynesd. 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
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Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) | 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray | 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirCE H (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


Abrahain, William (Cork,N.E, | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) — | 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue.Stroud | 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | 
Boyle, James | 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) | 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
jurns, John 

Burt, Thomas | 
Juxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Datiy, William J. 

Duncan, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 


Question put accordingly, ‘* That the 
he reduced by 


Item, Class 5, Vote 2, 
£1,000, in respect of British 


Abrahain, Wim. (Cork, N. E.) | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
doyle, James | 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry | 
srunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Burke, E. Haviland- | 
Burns, John | 
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| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
| Harwood, George 


| Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace 


| Langley, Batty 
| Leamy, Edmund 
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Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) | 
| 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) | 


| Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 


NOES. 


Field, William 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas, H. 
Holland, William Henry 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh, | 
Jordan, Jeremiah | 


| Joyce, Michael 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipp’rry,Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, §,) | 
| 


O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Noes, 212. 
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3urt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Char'es 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 


| Daly, James 
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Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. 
Wollt!, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr, Anstruther, 


O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon,N 
(Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rige, Richard 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, vohn 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John G, 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, J A(Glamorg’n,Gower 
Thompson,E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Caine and Mr. Thomas 
Bayley. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 121 ; 
(Division List No. 74.) 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, J. A. ({nverness-sh. ) 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. . 

Dutty, William J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
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Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, gd Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, Willi: ~ Henry 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, Wm. (Carparvonsh. ) 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy. Maurice 


Lloyd-George, David 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bailey, James (Walwort’:) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George A. 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, - Arthur 
Bis wood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, a Strother 
Cavendish, R. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C Av (Derbysh.) 
‘ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J.(Birm 
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Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid. ) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, las. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts,John H. (Denbighsh. ) 
fobson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 


NOES. 


Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Colston, Chas. Edw. 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
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Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasevow ) | 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD(¢ ‘hatham 
Dewar,T. R.(T’rH’ml’ts,S. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingtield- 
Dimsdale, SirJosephCoc kfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, tt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,S 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Faber, George Denison 
Fergusson, it. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, W illiam Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 


| Garfit, William 


Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) | 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E (E lyinX Nairn 
—, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby. 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John | 

Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
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Caine. 
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Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 
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Hain, Edward 
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Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LdGy Midd'’x 
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Hare, ‘Thomas Leigh; 
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Jobnston, W Lng (Belfast) 
Kennaway, Kt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
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Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lient.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants, Iareham) 
Leeve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
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canes Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, F rancis William 
Lowther, ¢ 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. F rancis(Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
Miver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
WKillop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
-nonager Sir Lewis# 
Montagn, (Huntingdon) 
Moon, E aie ard Robert Pacy 


Morgan, D. J.( Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Om-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 


to the Committee to give 
i fair chance, 
possible in his remarks. 
moving the 


tion to the revival of a 


Central African 


ho objection ; but he 
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j 
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. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 


Vacwell, WwW JH(Dumfriesshire 


More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire | 


Original Question again proposed. 


appeal of the First Lord of the Treasury | 


he should be as brief as 
His object in 
reduction was to call atten- 
practice which 
had long fallen into disuse in this country 
—the use of mercenaries in our 
le referred to the employment of the 
Regiment, 
in Somaliland and then in West 
Xo long as native troops were used in 
their own) particular country he offered 
certainly 
object to their being moved into other 


removed to the Mauritius for 
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Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

P ierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Richard 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, —— Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 
Rentoul, James Alexander | 
Renwick, George 

Ridley.S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir Jobn F. L 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, H. 8S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, RtHn.Col. Edw... 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, H.C.(N’h’mb., Tyneside 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskiik 


THE SOMALILAND EXPEDITION. 
outraging women. 
*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Nor | out) who was 
folk, N.) moved to reduce the Vote | being brought to Mauritius. 
by £10,000 in respect. to Somaliland, 
and said that in accordance with the | land. 


| mercenaries, 
long enough 


| Great 


every Vote 


South Africa 
wars. 
country, and 
of all 
Africa. 


first 
China, 


did 


garr ison | 


S 2? 


TELLERS FOR 


Britain 
patriotism for our cause. 
of our Yeomen who had 


feeling of patriotism for our cause. 
made no objection to Indian troops in 
because they 
under our rule that they had an attach- 
ment for us and were proud to 
for us, but the native troops which were 
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Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
es SirMarkJ.M‘Tageart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, Jolin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hn. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC EH (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Whiteley, H (Ashton u.-Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. S. (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcester. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, ommander( Berks, E. ) 


THE NOES —Sir 
William Walrond and Mr, 
Anstruther. 


| out their natural instinets and rebelled 
against discipline, broke out of barracks, 
and raided villages, 


murdering men and 
He had never found 
responsible for their 
They were 


| severely punished and removed to Somali- 
He could only 
because they 


describe them as 
had not been 


under the dominion § of 
to have any feeling of 


A great many 
gone out to 
the fun of 


went out for 


the fighting; but at the same time they 
felt that they 


were fighting for their 
were buoyed up by the 
He 


had been so long 


fight 


countries as soldiers. In the future now being employed in Somaliland were 
the Central African Regiment might |) nothing better than mercenaries, whose 
vecome after years of training as reliable instincts were almost animal, and _ it 
is the Sikhs, but at present they could was a very dangerous thing to send 
not be trusted either in victory or defeat. these men to fight in a country when 
It was in the recollection of the Com-| we could not restrain them in the 
mittee that a discussion arose last year moment of victory or depend upon them 
on the question of these men being|in the moment of defeat. He agreed 


with what had been said as to the dis 
duty. the result being that they follow ed | advantage of placing these protectorates 
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under the Foreign Office. 
Africa, for which he claimed to speak, 
was earnestly desirous of being trans 
ferred to the Colonial Office. He moved 
the reduction of the Vote by the sum 
of £200. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Item, Class 5, Vote 2, be 
reduced hy £10,000, in respect of Somali- 
land (Grant in Aid).” 
Gurdon.) 


(Sir Bra m pton 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: The hon. 
Gentleman who has moved this reduc- 
tion devoted a great part of his remarks 
to protesting against the use of these 
men in Somaliland. I can comfort him 
in that regard; they have not been used 
in Somaliland. Though they were in 
garrison there at the time of the out- 
break of hostilities, they were unfortu- 
nately afflicted with illness, and were not 
available. 1 do not admit at all that 
these men behaved badly on the Mauritius, 
as the hon. Gentleman suggests. 


*Sirn BRAMPTON GURDON : Not at 
all; I stuck up for them. I said they 


were only following their natural in 
stincts. 
*ViscounT CRANBORNE: Nor can 


called mercenaries. 
mereenaries, in the 


I allow them to be 
Of course they 
sense that they are paid; 


are 


are the British soldiers, of whom we 
are all so proud. I think it is a strong | 
order to say that these men do not 


feel their position as subjects of the | 
British Empire as much or even more | 
Members seem to | 


than we do. Hon. 
have forgotten the enormous benefits | 
conferred upon these men by their being | 
under British rule, and it is very natural | 


that they should be proud of their position | 
I entirely re pudiate the | been a great danger to the peace ant 


in the Empire. 
idea that they are mercenaries in any 
adverse sense of the word, and if we find, 
as we do, that these native troops are 
far more suitable for the conditions under 


which warfare in various parts of Africa is | what took place in the Soudan, which ei 


These | 


carried on we ought to use them. 


troops we employ are far cheaper than | have a full knowledge of the evils cor} 


any other troops that we could possibly | 
employ. They are far cheaper 


therefore, from the point of view 


Sir Brampton Gurdon, 
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British Central | 
of patriotism, we ought to employ them, 


but then so | 


than | 
British troops and far cheaper than! attain any importance until 1899, whe! 
Indian troops, and upon every ground, 
of | as the leader of a certain sect which pr 
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cheapness and from the point of view 


Representing as | do the Foreign 
Office, | ought not to pass by altogether 
what has been said as to the administra- 
tion of Somaliland and the other pro- 
tectorates which are administered 
the Foreign Office. The House may 
rest assured that there are special reasons 
why these protectorates should be ad 


by 


ministered rather by the Foreign than 
'the Colonial Office. We have Protecto- 


rates whose frontiers adjoin those of 
France, Germany, and Italy, and (ules- 
tions constantly arise which can only 
be dealt with hy the Foreign Office, and 
it would only tend to delay matters 
if these protectorates were transferred 
to the administration of the Colonial 
Office. That is the case of Somaliland: 
on the east we have the Italian hinter- 
land, and on the west the French colonies, 
and those two nations are in constant 
relations with the protectorate. 

same 


AN Hon. Member: The con- 


sideration applies to West Africa. 


* Viscount CRANBORNE 
West Africa are in a very much more 
forward state undoubtedly. When once 
these countries are brought under settled 


Things in 


government then they can be trans- 
ferred to the Colonial Office, but that is 


not yet the case with Somaliland. I now 
| propose very shortly to give an account 
of the expedition in Somaliland as I did 
in the case of Matabeleland, but I ought 
to preface it by the remark that it is very 
much a matter of conjecture, as we have 
not yet got to the end of operations. The 
“object of the operations which are taking 
| place in Somaliland is to check the 
depredations and attacks of a certain 
Mullah, who has for several years past 


“order of that part of the world. He is: 
Mahdi, if I might say so, on a small seale 
, |and I might very well rest the case there 
because anyone who is familiar witl 


‘| to our expedition in that country, wil 


This man wa 
but he did no 


Mahdism. 


1896, 


‘nected with 
first heard of in 
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weeded to make proselytes in Somaliland, | 
iollowing the ordinary course of religious | 
ralots. He claimed to rule the whole of | 
the centre of Somaliland, from which 
le was good enough to say the English 
wust go, although they might hold the 
wast. He then commenced a system 
f raiding accompanied by murder and | 
wbbery. and his despotism became such 
inuisance that the tribes under our pro- 
tection, having fought against it. cried out 
that they were gradually losing faith in 
our power to protect them. Their cattle 
were being carried away and the people 
were being murdered, and we were told 
that it we did not interfere they would 
be compelled to make friends with the 
Mullah = to themselves. — The 
matter was complicated by the views 
of the Abyssinians. The Abyssinians 
applied to us to know whether we 


save 


were going to permit the existence 
of this source of disorder, and asked 
ior a reply. Matters went on, and 


the power and audacity of the Mullah 
increased, and it was finally represented | 
tous by our officer on the spot that the 
The | 
sine information came from the Abys- | 
‘inians. so that the position of the Mullah 
could no longer be tolerated. At the end 
of November last) vear, therefore, the | 
fovernment resolved to make prepara- | 
tions to check the Mullah. The British 
Central African Regiment was not avail- 
ible, but a body of Somalis was raised, | 
with British officers and arms. Recently, 





situation had become dangerous. 


Tam glad to say, we hear that 
the Mullah has been engaged with 


the Abyssinians, and that they soundly 
defeated him. An advance on our 
side is now under consideration in 
order to subdue him finally. With regard 
to the future of Somaliland, I may say 
that this year the trade has reached its 
highest level since the opening of British 
tule, and the revenue has also improved. 
Ido not deny that the temporary military 
expenditure has increased, but on the 
whole the outlook is by no means un- 
favourable, and I hope the expenditure 
will be confined to a limited amount. | 
need say no more, and I hope I have said 
enough to satisfy the Committee with 
regard to this Vote. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said the 


speech which had been delivered by the | 
noble Lord would not bring conviction | 





{19 Marcu 1901} 


| Somaliland. 
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to the mind of anyoneas to the Justifi- 
cation of the proceedings which the 
Government had taken in South Africa. 
Such flimsy pretexts had never been 
given in the House of Commons tor the 
expenditure of one million of money as 
those just given by the noble Lord as a 
reason for these military operations in 
The Mullah had 
pilgrimage to Mecca, and on his return 
had endeavoured to convert the people 
of his country to his own religious views. 
If that were a crime sufficient to neces: 
sitate a military expedition, then the 
British were guilty of that crime in a 
greater degree than any other nation of 
the world. The noble Lord had charae- 
terised this man asa barbarian and a 
general nuisance, and the British tax- 
payer was therefore to be called upon 
to find the money to make war upon 
him. It was a self-evident proposition 
that the Abyssinians were a civilised 
people and able to take care of them- 
selves, because if they had not been 
nothing was more certain than that the 
Government would have made war upon 
them for the purpose of capturing their 
country. There was one curious fact with 


made a 


/regard to the policy of the Government 


in Africa, and that was that, although 
they were always in hot water with some 
body, they took care not to get into hot 


| water with any people they did not think 


were weak enough to be subdued. The 
noble Lord had just said there was another 
expedition under consideration. Why, 


| what reason was there for another ex 


pedition 1 He objected to this item of 
expenditure, not only because to some 
extent it fell upon Ireland, but from the 
English point of view that Members had 
a right to complain that the Government, 
when they considered it necessary to in- 
dulge in a warlike expedition against a 
mad Mullah, did not take precautions 


to have a proper military expedition 


launched against him, but were continu- 


ally coming to the House for supplies. 
The noble Lord said this man was to be 


persecuted because he had endeavoured 


to impose his religious views upon other 


pet ple. 


* Viscount CRANBORNE: I did not 


jsay anything of the kind. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 


wished that sentiment had been acted 
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upon in respect to Ireland, where the 
whole object of past Governments had 
heen to impose their religious views upon 
the people of that country. Tle was 
glad that a reduction had been moved in 
this Vote. Ile strongly objected to 
these continual Votes for war-like ex 
peditions. Whatever the case might be 
with regard to the necessity of these 
expeditions from a British point of view, 
from the Trish point of view there was 
absolutely no justification for the ex 
penditure of a single penny in this diree- 
tion. He did not know what the con- 
stituents of the Liberal Members of the 
House were like, but from the action of 
the Liberal party from time to time upon 
questions of this kind he was inclined 
to think that their constituents could not 
be up to much. There could be no 
doubt in the mind of the noble Lord that 
those Irish Members who represented 
Irish constituencies had got a mandate 
trom the people who elected them to offer 
the strongest opposition in their power 
to expenditure of this kind. The previous 
Vote which had been passed was very 
similar to this one, and now they were 
asked to vote £200,000 for a war against 
some unfortunate Mullah who happened 
to hold religious views different from 
the noble Lord opposite and his noble rela- 
tive the Member for Greenwich. ‘This 
Mallah might not be ritualistic enough 
to suit the Member for Greenwich, but 
that was no reason why his head should 
he cut off and a military expedition 
launched against him. From the point 
of view of the Irish taxpayers they were 
pertectly justified in opposing this ex- 
penditure. They knew that the mem- 
bers of the Government would be the last 
people to refuse to admit that there was 
in Ireland the most pressing need for the 
expenditure of money in order to develop 
the industries of the country. The 
people of Ireland were in a state of dis. | 
tress, and yet they had the greatest | 
ditticulty in getting the House of Com- | 
mons to listen to Irish representatives. 
They were asked to vote hundreds of | 
thousands of pounds for these unneces- | 
sury, dangerous, iniquitous, and sangui- 
nary wars in every part of Africa, and if | 
they offered the slightest objection they | 
were told that they were obstructing and 
interfering with the business of the House 
and the country. Whenever a Vote of 
Mr. Wiiliam Redmond. | 
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this kind came up it must be apparent to 
all hon. Members that it would be far 
better for the interests of this country If, 
instead of being compelled to come to this 
House, they were allowed to remain at 
home and manage their own affairs. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON said that 
after the explanation given by the noble 
Lord he would ask leave to withdraw his 
Amendment. [Cries of “ No, no!” trom 
the Irish benches. | 


Permission to withdraw being retused, 


Mr. BROADHURST said he under- 
stood from what the noble Lord had just 
stated that another expedition was to take 
place immediately in Africa. He wished to 
know if it had been already organised, 
when would it be put in motion, what 
was its object, was the expedition un- 
avoidable, and was there any prospect ot 
preventing it? They did not often get 
to know anything of this kind until the 
bill was presented to Parliament. The 
noble Lord had treated them with a 
frankness and an open-mindedness to 
which they were not accustomed. As he 
had told them so much about the matter, 
perhaps he would not mind telling them 
a little more. When was this expedition 
to take place and what was the length of 
time that would be necessary to secure 
the object in view? Perhaps the noble 
Lord could tell the Committee what the 
probable cost would be and how mueh 
this country was likely to benefit by the 
expedition when it was over. 
*Viscount CRANBORNE: The ob- 
ject of the expedition is to defeat the 
Mullah and to destroy his power. Ii 
there is any chance of his power being 
destroyed without an expedition, no one 
will be more delighted than the Govern 
ment. Tam bound to say that 1 do not 
think the expedition can be avoided. 
The situation has become intolerable. 
This man’s barbarity injures our trade 
and hurts our subjects, and he must be 
destroyed. The Mullah was originally a 
religious leader, but his religious character 
has disappeared and his barbarity and 
tyranny remain. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS — (Battersea) 
thought the House of Commons was very 











mu 
get 
Lol 
tha 


nev 
cou 


*) 
in 
son 
rel 
stal 
Fou 
nel, 
chi 
nui 
hee 
hu 
Lo 
Mu 
wes 
{Ti 
Bri 
wy 
no 
the 
rest 
the 
Mu 
Sor 
nol 
was 
Mu 
not 
pow 
189 
He 
Ari 
In 
els 
Mev 
ace 
Bri 
wh 
the 
alse 
the 
Was 
ins] 
stal 
bou 
reel 
fell 
ind 
ago 


in : 





d04 


rent to 
be far 
ntry if, 
to this 
jain at 


id that 

noble 
aw his 
” from 


efused, 


under- 
dd just 
to take 
shed to 
inised, 
what 
nm un- 
pect ot 
“n get 
til the 

The 
rith a 
to 
As he 
atter, 
them 
dition 
eth of 
secure 
noble 
it the 
much 
by the 


CSS 


c ob- 
it the 
pr. If 
heing 
1O One 
overn- 
lo not 
oided. 
rable. 
trade 
ist be 
ally a 
racter 
y and 


erseéa) 
s very 





500 Civil Service (Supple- 


getting this information from the noble 


Lord. It was all very well for him to say 
that this Mullah was mad—— 
‘Viscount CRANBORNE: [have 


never the used word * mad” in the whole 
course of these proceedings. 


*Mr. JOIN BURNS said that perhaps 


in the mind of the noble Lord he Was 


something worse than  mad——he was 
religious. Ile wished to deal with the 


statement of the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs to the effect that in the 
neighbourhood of Somaliland a native 
chief had arisen who had become a 
nuisance to British interests. Tle had 
become such a nuisanee that he had to be 


hunted down at all cost. Tf the noble 
Lord thought that this hunting of 


Mullahs could go on indefinitely east, 
west, north, and south, in the present 
strained condition of the finances of the 
British Empire. then he had embarked 
upon an expedition the end of whieh 
no man could see and the cost of which 
the British taxpayers would seriously 
resent if the Government were to give 
them an opportunity. They resented 
Mullah hunting in’ general and the 
Somaliland in particular. The 
noble Lord stated that this expedition 
was going on, and would go on until this 
Mullah was destroyed. But they were 
not going to destroy this Mullah and his 
power so easily. He started this game in 
1896, and in 1899 he became serious. 
He presumed that the Mullah was an 
Arab and had paid a visit to Mecca, and 
in consequence some disagreement had 
ensued. Therefore, he came back from 
Mecea and became a nuisance. He was 
accused of stealing cattle, but there were 
British subjects in other parts of Africa 
who were engaged in that occupation at 
the present time. Did the Government 


one 


there? The chief offence of this man 
was that, “under the guise of religious 
inspiration, this religious enthusiast had 
started “ litting ” the cattle of his neigh- 
bours. But that was a eongenial and 
reciprocal pastime in Somaliland. His 
fellow-countrymen north of the Tweed 
indulged in the same pastime 200 years 
Cattle stealing was a tribal pastime 
in Africa, almost as popular as fox hunting 


ago. 
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also propose to destroy the cattle stealers | 


not be able to overcome 
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much indebted to the hon. Member for' and breaking down farmers’ fences was 


in this country. Surely that was no 
reason why they should kill the men 
who indulged in it. They appeared to 
have determined to rout out of Africa 


every tribe that showed courage, 
every chief who displayed indepen- 
dence, and every native community 


which had courageously determined to 
stick to their own language, religion, 
habits and customs, and if England con- 
tinued this policy much longer these 
oppressed people would join together in 
one common cause, and a condition of 
things in Atrica would arise which all 
the Kuropean Powers combined would 
and subdue. 
They tried the same thing on with the 
Mahdi, and then they transferred their 
attention to Kruger and to Steyn, and 
they would have liked to have done the 
same thing with Menelik, but he was too 
strong. The Italians tried to do the same 
thing, and he rejoiced to think that the 
Abyssinians wiped out the demoralised 
Italians at Adowa. 


*'Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! The 
subject to which the hon. Member is 
referring has no bearing upon this Vote. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS said he would 
bow at once to the Chairman’s ruling. 
The noble Lord talked about the enforce- 
ment of discipline as if discipline and 
military rule were synonymous with 
the development of British trade. That 
was not true, and he believed that just 
in proportion as they tried to subject 
these native tribes to military discipline 
to that extent they would damage their 
trade and interfere with commercial 
interests ; not only this, but they would 
damage the future relationship of this 
country with the people whom they 
ought to be in kindly, benevolent, and 
friendly contact with. Who were the 
people they had chosen for this expe- 
dition? They had employed 1,600 Cen- 
tral Afriean irregulars. 

CRANBORNE: 


* VISCOUNT Native 


levies. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS said that byemploy 
ing those men under British supervision 
they were only producing tribal ani- 
inosities. [Ministerial cries of ‘‘ Oh, 
oh!”] He could assure hon. Members 
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opposite that they were not going to howl 
him down, and so long as he was in order 
he should exercise the attenuated rights 
left to a Member of Parliament of ex- 
pressing his views. He believed that 
the employment of these irregulars was 
going to do a great deal of harm to 
British interests, and as one who had 
had a year’s experience of them in one of 
the worst parts of Africa he would say 
that Just in proportion as they used torce 
to destroy native habits and customs 
they were damaging trade, weakening 
their prestige, and accentuating — per- 
manently the very thing they hoped to 
remove. He would read to the Com 
mittee an extract from the writings of a 
very distinguished African, Sir Andrew 
Clarke. Hesaid—and his remarks 
apply to Kast Africa 


“We should be happier in our rule on 
the West Coast—and [ speak from ex- 
perience, for | was out there for some time 
myself—if we had confined ourselves to pure 
trading. At present we can only succeed by 
forced labour, and that always means the 
deterioration of both English and native. 
Remember this, that on the West Coast we 
are only re-oceupying ground whieh was 
occupied by the powerful and pious influence 
of the Roman Catholics—I refer to the 
government of the Portuguese, years ago. 
They spent money and lives, but failed, and 
now there remain of their rule only the ruins 
of convents and old palaces, which you will 
see crumbling to dust in the jungle, with 
ceilings painted by Italians. Nature is too 
strong for the European, and it will be the 
same with us. Our work in the Hinterland 
may prolong our stay, but in time it will be 
handed over to natives, controlled and guided 
by a half-caste and bastard population of our 
own race. And awful then will be the condi- 
tion of West Africa. It will be a solemn 
warning to England, and an object lesson on 
the absolute necessity for firm decision 
between the true colonisation of our race and 
the occupying of territory merely for the 
purposes of money-getting.” 

And to him on 28 of 


confirm page 


the Central Africa Protectorate Report 


there appeared the following :-- 


“There is a steady increase of contagious 


venereal diseases among Europeans and 
natives,’ 
and other horrors incidental to this 


undisciplined territory grabbing. 

That was the civilisation which they 
intended to give to Somaliland by such 
expeditions as the noble Lord was now 
engaged in. This country, through lack 
of judgment and tact, in sixty vears had 
undertaken sixty-three wars and ex 


Mr, John Burns. 
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peditions against native tribes in east, 
west, north, south, not only of Africa, 
but of Asia. The people of this country 
were getting tired of such campaigns in 
Africa, alternating with expeditions on 
the north-west frontier of India. Was 
the Government going to enforce equal 
rights to all men in South Africa and 
destroy the Boers, who were rightly 
struggling to be free! He protested 
with all his foree against the House of 
Commons surrendering its supervisory 
duties and its controlling power to the 
Cabinet. So long as the House of Com 
mons surrendered its duty of control in 
such matters, and allowed inexperienced 
military men to manage such affairs, so 
long would the taxation of the country 
continue to go up. It 
believed their Empire would be dimi 
nished and not increased) by such  ex- 
peditions, because he believed that their 
honour was attacked and their prestige 
was being slowly whittled away, that he 
deprecated the speech made by the noble 
Lord. He should condemn the Somali- 
land expedition as long as he was a 
Member of the Ilouse, for such expendi- 
ture was only squandering their money, 
irritating the native tribes against them, 
and making the name of England a bye- 
word and reproach to the smaller nations 
of the earth. He appealed to every hon. 
Member on this side of the House, and 
to the better-intentioned hon. Members 
on the other side—to the old-fashioned 
Tories who were getting tired of the new 
diplomacy and this world-wide brigand- 
age and filching away of native rights 
and customs from people who had a right 
to any religion which they cared to pro- 
fess—to vote against this policy, which 
was permanently damaging the British 
Empire, its name, and its best traditions. 


was because he 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: IT hope the 
House will agree with me when I say 
that on a Supplementary Estimate it 
really is not desirable that we should 
go over the whole policy of the relations 
between this country and the various 
native tribes, rights, and customs which 
the hon, Gentleman has gone into. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS said he should 
not have said a word on the subject but 
for the noble Lord telling them that this 
expedition carried 


Was going to be 
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through until the Mullah was destroyed, 
and that was not a policy which ought 
to be introduced upon a Supplementary 
Estimate. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In any Case, 
[| think the next item in this Vote pre- 
sents an even more attractive oppor- 
tunity of attacking the Government. 
ind I would suggest that hon. Members 
opposite should allow this Vote to pass 
and turn their attention to pursuing 
higher game. 


Mr. DALY said that one of the pleas 
put forward by the noble Lord opposite 
was that trade would be spoiled unless 
this Mullah was put down. That 
was practically an admission that such 
wars were carried on for the purpose of 
extending trade, and while Great Britain 
might be improved by these expeditions 
not one penny of improvement would 
to the country which he repre- 
sented. For that reason he felt that it 
was the duty of his hon. friends on that 


come 
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side of the House to protest against the 
large sums of money called for by the 
Government in the way of Supplemen- 
tary Votes. It was a very remarkable 
thing that the Government. 
so much brains and ability. had not been 
able to toresee more accurately their 
requirements and the amount of money 
they wouldrequire to carry themthrough. 
On this ground they fully deserved every 
opposition to the passing ot those Votes. 


pe ISSESSI ng 


Any commercial establishment which 
went so far astray as the Government 
had done this year in estimating its 


requirements would soon find itself in 
the Bankruptey Court. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, ** That the (Juestion 
be now put.” 

(Juestion put, “* That the Question be 
now put.” 
ye3 |) a 


The Committee ; 


Noes, 117. 


divided: Ayes, 
(Division List No. 75.) 
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Dyke, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.( Mane’) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fleteher, Sir Henry 

Girtit, William 


Gibbs, HnA.G.H.(CityofLond. | 


Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


Cordon, Hn.J. E.( Elgin Nairn 
crore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Ciorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJ oachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
(ray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Crreene.SirE W(B ryS Edui’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Crentell, Wilham Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
(:roves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Hi: ambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marq. of( L’donderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'd) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’uth 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, — H. (Hanley) 


Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Hel ler, Augustus 

Hog Z, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Shef'ld, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard Canis (Kent, Faversh. 
Hutton; John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kennaway,. Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh 
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Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. | 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee,Capt. A H( Hants. Fareham 
Lege, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, (. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney,;Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M ‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb., W.) 
M‘killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dunifriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Col. Victor — 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst. ) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Abrabam, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Boland, John 

boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

surns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dufty, William J. 

Duncan, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 
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Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 





Pierpoint, Robert 

Platt-Higeins, Frederick 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col, Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James | 

Rasch, Maj. Frederie Carne | 
| 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, Ccorge 
Ridley,Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge) | 
Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) | 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson | 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- | 
Sadler.Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. ELS. 
Seely, Charles Hilton( Lincoln) | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


NOES. 


Emmott, Alfred 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, ht. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Holland, William 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kitson, Sir James 


| Lambert, George 


Langley, Batty 


| Leamy, Edmund 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
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Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, H.C.(N’h’mb., Tyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stanley, Hon Arthur( Ormskirk 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘ Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, Jolin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hon. JG(Ox fd Univ 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murra; 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton 
Whiteley, H.( Asaton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Lundon, W. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘kKenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N. 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
0’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas.(Roscoummon,N.) 
(Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Partington, Oswald 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 
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Schwann, Charles E. 
Sinelair,CaptJoln(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 


(Juestion put accordingly, “ 
Vote 2, be 
£10,000, in respect of Somaliland (Grant- 


Item, Class 


in-Aid).”’ 


\braham, Wim. (Cork, N. 
Abraham, W cog (R Bech os 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beaumont, W entworth Cc. B 


Boland, John 
Boyle, James 
Brige r, John 


Broadhurst Henry 
Burke, Haviland- 
Burns, ou 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 

Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Davies,M Vaughan-(Cardigan) | 


Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, W illiam J. 

Duncan, James H. 

Ellis, eo Edward 
Farrell, « James Patrick 
Fenw ick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fuller, J.iM. F. 


Gilhooly, James 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 


Anson, Sir W ‘liam Reynell 
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Thomas,J A(GlamorganGower 
Thompson,E.C.(Monaghan,N. 


Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 


That the 
reduced by 


Noes, 


230. 


AYES. 


Leicester 
John Patriek 


Harmsworth, R. 
Hayden, 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon.Charles H. 
Hollaud, Wilham Henry 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, William (Caruarvonsh.) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 

| Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Leamy, Edinund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Gough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Nolan, Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly C onor (Mayo, N.) 

0’ Kelly wJames(R oscommon,N 


NOES. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 


! Bailey, James (Walworth) 


ThomasCourtenayT. 


The Committee 
(Division List No. 76.) 


TELLERS FOR THE 
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White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Hudd’rsti’a 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


divided :—-Ayes, 112; 


O Malley, William 
(’ Mara, James 
( Aorspeng coed Se Sie 
= Shee, « James Jothay 

Palmer, George W in. (Reading) 
| Reeder M. 
Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rige, Richard 
Roberts, John H.(Denbighsh. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(GlamorgamnGower 
Tomkinson, James 
Tully, Jasper 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. C ‘omdnnan T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
W odehonse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


AYES— 
Sir Brampton Gurdon and 
Mr. Thomas Bayley. 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Maneh’r 
Banbury, 
Bartley. George C. T. 


John George Alexander 


Frederick George} 
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Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin | 


Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

sill, Charles 

Blundell, € — Henry 
Bond, Edw ard 

Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
s0wles,( 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, George M. Edinburgh) 
Burdett-Coutts. W. 
Butcher, John George 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon..J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, page | John C. 
Dalkeith, Karl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Dewar, T.R.(T’rH’ me ts,S.Greo 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dieby, John K. D. W ingtield 
Dimsdale, Sir J. Coektield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Hon. A. Akers- 
Dunn. Sir Willian 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 
mg gt Manchr) 
Fielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Rbt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William “egy T 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
tiordon,Hn..J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
ee Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW (B’ryS. Edm’ ds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
(iretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
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‘apt. H.F.(Middlesex) | 
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Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, RtHn. LordG(M'd’x 
Hamilton, Mary of( L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashf'd) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, KF. Leverton (Ty nenr th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S 

Hay, am Claude George 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath, Jas. (Statfords., N.W. 
Helder, “Augus stus 

Hoge, f indsay 

Hope, J. F.(Shef’ld, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard,Capt-J (Kent, Faversh. 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. L. 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. 'T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W (Salop) 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee.CaptA. H.(Hants, Fareh’m 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb,, Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft 
Lucas, RevinaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, — . ne 
Maconochie, A. 

M' Iver, Sir . ME W. 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, W..J. H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Rt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, I). J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 

eee Rc Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, — Archibald 
Morton, VI A. (Deptford) 
Mount, Willies Arthur 
+n, © Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA Graham(Bute | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry | 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Newdivate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert ‘Torrens 
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Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higvins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
— ick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M.W (Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S. Forde BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. ChasThomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hae kney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward pap 
Saunderson, Rt HnCol. Edw.. 
Seeley, Charles Hilton( Li: irk 
Sharpe, William Edward T 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, A belH.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( North’ mbTyneside 
Smith,James Parker( Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.M‘Tageart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E.(Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxfd Univ, 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(T’nton 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York, EF. ht. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson... W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Original Question again proposed. 


SoutH ArricaAn War —Hospita 
COMMISSION’S REPORT. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS — (West- 
minster): | regret that the consideration 
of the Report of the South African 
Hospitals Commission, which deals with 
a subject which has moved the nation for 
a considerable time, should come on at an 
hour when it will be impossible, without 
overtaxing the patience of the Committee, 
to deal with it adequately, and therefore 
I will make an appeal before going on to 
the right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the House. It is this, Whether, con- 
sidering that we have practically had no 
opportunity of debating this subject 
since the Report of the Commission was 
issued, considering the great interest 
which, I think, is felt on this subject, 
and considering also the opinions of the 
Commission, he would not consent to give 
a day or half a day for the discussion of 
the Report at any time he may find it 
convenient to do so. | should be content 
with this being given after Easter. I 
think I am able to say that if he could 
offer us a fair opportunity of discussing 
this very important subject the opposition 
to the Vote, which cannot possibly be 
successtul, would not be persevered in. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 


Gentleman is not content with the oppor- 


tunity he has now ; but it is not very late, | 


it is still early (12.5a.m.). But if, in spite 
of that reflection, he still thinks that he 
would like someother opportunity, I think 
it would be in order on the Vote for the 
War Office, but this Vote must go on, 
I should be quite glad to put down the 
Vote we have been discussing, or rather 
the whole body of Supply, as the first 
item on Monday for Report, and if the 
House consented to pass over the Votes 
which have been relatively fully discussed 
to-night, then the hon. Gentleman and 
those who desire to see the medical ques- 
tion raised will, of course, have ample 
opportunity of discussing it. If the 
opportunity of debate which I offer him 
on Monday does not fit in with his desire. 


then there will be a later opportunity of 


discussing the question on the Estimates. 
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Stir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ikeston): | wish to understand this 
matter clearly. [ quite coincide with 
the appeal that has been made to the 
First Lord of the Treasury with the view 
of getting a fuller discussion of the sub- 
ject. Does the right hon. Gentleman 
propose that the Report stage should be 
taken early on Monday as the first Order, 
so that this question may be discussed ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course, the 
first Order would be the Order for the 
It could only be 
but if the 
House were content to pass lightly and 


whole hody of Supply. 
so by the rules of the House ; 


rapidly over the Votes we have discussed, 
so as to come quickly to the questions 
which we have not hitherto discussed, 
then, of course, full opportunity of 
debate would be given to the hon. Gentle- 
man. Lam in the hands of the House in 
the matter. [shall be glad to put that 
down first on Monday, immediately after 
(Juestions. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS : The Mon- 
day promise appears to be contingent on 
circumstances which it is impossible to 
foresee. Therefore, if I have not  ex- 
hausted my right of speaking, I think 
it would not be respectful to the House 
of Commons or to the Committee if, after 
having passed some stringent criticisms 
on the action of this Commission in 
another form, I were not willing to 
support those criticisms on the oceasion 
of this Vote, or not ready to meet any 
answer that may be made to them. I 
hope I am the last person to put things 
in the papers on public subjects which 
Iam unwilling to back up in my place 
in Parliament. 

1 believe that the Secretary of State 
for War, whose attitude on this question 
I venture to express my great apprecia- 
tion of, intends to deal out reforms 
with no niggard hand. There is only 
one question with regard to which [ am 
not absolutely clear, that is, how far he 


_ proposes to rest upon the results of this 
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inquiry, for which we are now voting a 
large sum of public money, and how far 
he proposes to confine himself to its 
suggestions in framing his scheme of 
reform. I believe that if he does so his 
reforms will be a total failure, because | 
think the inquiry has been partial and 
imperfect, the conclusions lame and 
impotent, and the main suggestions of 
reform are framed on the wrong lines. 
I consider it a very grave matter 
that at this moment, when the Army is 
a subject of great national interest and 
great national anxiety, one of its chief 
Departments should have been investi- 
gated in a manner which has resulted in 
casting over its defects a cloak which has 
not only concealed the real nature and 
extent of the defects themselves, but has 
concealed their causes and the responsi- 
bility for them. We condemn a general 
for inaction in the field, but when we 
come to a more peaceful Department of 
the Army, but one in which inaction and 
mismanagement have far more deadly 
results, we are content to be silent as to 
cause and effect. and silent as to responsi- 
bility. 


What was this Commission! Was 
it a tribunal appointed with a due regard 
to the peculiar circumstances by which 
the inquiry would be surrounded, setting 
forth equipped with ample powers to 
meet those circumstances, and to pierce 
the wall of official defence that was cer- 
tain to be set up? No, Sir. It had 
none of those powers which were essential 
to its work, and the consequence is that 
weakness, inconclusiveness, and partiality 
run through every page of its Report. 
Sir, it is not my object to discuss the 
Report so much as the inquiry which 
has been held; and the imperfections 
of this inquiry I prefer to attribute to 
the absence of compulsory powers. Why 
those powers were not given in the first 
instance I could never understand. 
But I am not going back on that sub- 
ject, because once the Government had 
determined to send the Commission out 
without powers, the Government is freed 
to a large extent from its responsibility 
by having left it to the Commission to 
ask for the powers if necessary. From 
this point the blame rests on the Com- 
mission. But wherever the blame lies, 
the result is the same. 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts, 


{COMMONS} 
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What has been the result of the absence 
of powers! | take it from the Report 
itself 
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“We have also had to recognise that our 
private soldiers are very slow in making com- 
plaints.” 


Why did not the Commission ask for 
compulsory powers 2 


“Witnesses would only state the 
aets which they thought assisted their own 
views,jand by keeping back other information 
: would tend to give a false impression 
as to the true state of things.” 


They could not get their questions 
answered. Compulsory powers, which 
would have included taking evidence on 
oath and compelling the answering of 
questions, would have made this vain 
and futile examination impossible. At 
any moment the Commission might have 
obtained those powers. That is the 
declaration of the Commission—that the 
soldiers would not give evidence, that wit- 
nesses would not answer questions. May 
I he pardoned if I remind the Committee 
that when T stated this here last summer 
I was told that my evidence on that 
account was to be discredited, and that | 
was insulting the whole British Army. 
When the Commission state it they are 
rewarded with a medical baronetey and 
a legal Grand Cross of the Bath. I do not 
want to interfere with gentlemen getting 
these distinctions if they like them ; 
but I wish they had been ear-marked 
as rewards for undertaking a laborious 
task rather than as implying approval of 
the manner in which the inquiry had 
been conducted. 


Now, Sir, I want to say two things 
about this remarkable declaration or 
confession of the Commission about the 
difficu'ties of getting evidence. If the 
Commission had placed it at the 
head of their Report instead of wrap- 
ping it up in an obscure paragraph. 
we should have known how to esti- 
mate the nature of the inquiry, and how 
to appreciate the value of the Report. 
The second thing I have to say is, 
When did the Commission find this out ? 
Was it at Netley, when they were first 
appointed ? Was it at Cape Town, a 
little} later?) Where was it! In any 
case why did they not apply to Lord 











520 
nee 
ort 


our 
OMl- 


for 


the 
wh 
tion 
sion 


mS 
ich 
on 
ot 
un 
At 
ive 
the 
he 
rit- 
ay 
tee 
er 
hit 
t | 


lV. 


nd 
ot 
ne 


ed 
us 
of 
ad 


rs 
ie 
Or 
he 
he 
he 














521 Civil Service (Supple- {19 Marcu 1901} mentary) Estimates. 522 


Roberts for compulsory powers! He) Now it may be stated, in fact I think I 
could have given them under martial | have seen it stated In a high quarter, 
law by a stroke of his pen, as he gave! that these two officers were appointed to 
them to the Concessions Commission | collect the whole evidence, that is, as much 
presided over by my hon. friend the| against as for the authorities. Very 
Member for Warwick and Leamington. | well. I want to call the attention of the 
But the Commission chose to go on | Committee to something more about 
without them. [ have drawn attention | those two gentlemen who were appointed 
elsewhere to what [have called a“ sinister | to get up the ease. It is contained in a 
corollary to the absence of powers, and | letter from the Chaplain to the Forces 
that was the presence of an overwhelming | at Norval’s Pont. The proceedings are 
organisation supervising the inquiry, | thus described in a letter to the President 
choosing the witnesses, producing the | of the Commission printed in the evidence, 
greater part of the evidence, acting as | which runs as follows— 
amicus curie throughout the investiga- 
tion: whereas there was not the slightest “To the Right Hon. Lord Justice Romer, 
attempt at organisation, there was not Chairman of the Royal South African Hospitals 
| Commission.-—-About 2nd August two majors 
; es of the R.A.M.C. came to Norval’s Pont, saying 
to help the other side. Sir. | do not want that Lord Roberts bad sent them to visit all 
to inquire who was to blame for this | the military hospitals in South Afriea, and ° 
state of things. AU LT say is that it is | certain where there was evidence for the 
Fi Nae baa: ati FE aE Hospital Commission, and then to meet the 
not within the widest stretch OF Wmagma- | Commissioners in Cape Town, and act as 
tion that an inquiry so cireumstanced | guides to them. To one of those gentlemen I 
could arrive at the truth. told some of the distressing things that had 
The (* ae ee  suecestion | Come te my notice here; for example, how 
Phe Commission dis ird the SUgZESION | during May enteric and dysenteric patients had 
that there was any possibility of their | to walk 400 yards toa latrine; how, during 
getting evidence as to what had taken | June, there were, first, no bed-pans,disinfeectants, 
place in April and May by a personal | 0" nurses, although the war had passed away 
: or + hie Mnvadinlbela at thik ttle soi north in the middle of March, and the railways 
MISPECHION OF the ROSPMAls BY Une time OF | from Cape Town and Port Elizabeth wore 
their visit to South Africa; the “ magic | clear, and the neighbouring civi! hospital, the 
transformation scene ~ which took place Edinburgh, had all it needed ; how so-called 
within a week of the disclosures in 


| convalescents arrived here actually suffering 
; é ; with enteric, and were sent on again some- 
the press and in this House, and which | where else a few days later; and how I had 
to my mind is the very strongest possible | seen them crouching or lying by the railway 
proot establishing previous official neglect, | line for hours before a train was due. Men- 
‘ad chusied awrae wont of tu tenes. | tion was alse made in our conversations of 
: the fact that a Board of Inquiry into hospital 
But there was no concealment about | officers’ mess expenses had sat, as a result of 
the getting up of the case. Two ofticers | which, while these two gentlemen were stlll 
of the Royal Army Medical Corps were here, the Senior Medical Officer was sus- 
5 : ‘ ae pended ; and also of the fact that letters home 
appointed to go round the hospitals, | 9¢ g eivil surgeon here, commenting severely on 
select the evidence, and prepare the way | the treatment of the sick and wounded, had got 
for the Commission. One of these | into a local newspaper, and so into The Times. 
Yet this officer, giving evidence before your 
Commission in Cape Town, said ‘ There was no 
cause for complaint of any kind at Norval’s 
Pont.’ ’—Cape Times report, 22nd August. 


a single guiding voice or assisting hand 





returning home stated in public, while 
the Commission was still sitting— 


“Everything was as perfect as possible. 
Everything that mortal knowledge and fore- ; 
sight could supply was at hand. Many of the | This was one of the officers who got 
hospitals generated their own electric light and up the case for the Commission. and that 
Te a ee is my answer if it is contended that they 
This was the picture presented to the | Were ordered to do their work impar- 
Commission which was appointed to tially. 
inquire into the bell-tents at Bloem-| Sir, I repeat that the absence of powers 
fontein in the months of Apri! and May !| on the one hand, and the presence of such 
I seem to hear the echo of the speeches at | an organisation on the other, should have 
the Reform Club banquet on April 29th: | made the Commission ten times more 
’ Everything that prevision could suggest | careful with regard to its proceedings. 
or money supply was present on the} I have complained of the imadequate 
spot.” number of patients examined. Who 
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could so well tell of the treatment of the 
sick and wounded as the man who was 
treated?) The refusal to hear, or want 
of care in hearing, patients’ evidence 
was a grave infringement of — the 
Reference to the Commission as amended 
by the words of the First Lord of the 
Treasury —*‘a Commission to inquire 
into the care and treatment of every 
sick and wounded man in South Africa.” 
I do not want to press that amended 
Reference too literally, but IT say that 
the peculiar circumstances of the case 
demanded the fullest and most careful 
examination of soldier-patients. 


Now as tothe method in which patients 
were examined. There was not only 
the state visit to Netley, when they 
examined on a single afternoon, in the 
wards of the hospital, seventy out of the 
154  soldier-patients examined during 
the whole inquiry ; but nearly all the 
other patients were examined in batches 
in hospitals, their comrades and officers 
knowing perfectly well the sort of evi- 
dence they were going to give and had 
given. Is it not incredible that this 
method of examination should have been 
adopted. when the Commissioners them- 
selves say, “especially while the men 
are in hospital, they may be deterred 
from complaining by fear of 
quences.’ The Commission condemns 
itself out of its own mouth. To hear 
these soldiers who have been the real 
sufferers, and have seen their comrades 
suffer and die; to hear them, not on 
formal visits to hospitals, surrounded 
by official supervision and many other 
deterrent conditions, but individually 
and apart, and by careful examination 
to get out their whole story ; finally, 
to hear them in the largest possible 
number, especially with regard to the 
times and places which led to the in- 
quiry—these methods were more essen- 
tial to a just conclusion than volumes 
of evidence 


conse- 


fence, and practically monopolising the 
witness-box. 


Up to this point I have complained 
(1 ot the absence of compulsory powers ; 
(2) of the presence of a watchful and 
omnipotent organisation on side 
ot the case, with nothing of the sort on 


one 


the other, and of the getting up of the 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts, 


{COMMONS} 


from official and Army | 
medical authorities, placed on their de- | 
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case by two officers of the Department 
which was on its trial; (3) of the inade- 
quate number of private soldiers ex- 
amined; (4) of the fatally deterrent 
conditions under which they were heard. 
I will now ask the Committee to listen 
to a few further facts which | desire 
to lay betore it. 

1. At the time the Commission were 
appointed there must have been in 
this country some 3,000 or 4,000 soldiers 
who had been patients in the hospitals, 
and at the times of which | complain. 
The record of every patient who had 
been in hospital, what hospital he had 
been in, when he had been there, how 
long he had stayed, was in the hands 
of the Department. Was any real 
effort made to search out these men or to 
take their evidence? There was the 
afternoon visit to Netley ; the patients 
there taken haphazard. That 
was all. 


were 


2. The Committee will remember that 
one of the main points to which his atten- 
tion was directed last summer, one of the 
main things that led to the appointment 
of the Commission, was a description 
I gave of a certain field hospital at Bloem- 
fontein. The Commission recognised the 
importance of the case. They devoted 
two whole pages to it, and they came toa 
feeble and most inconclusive verdict. 
Now, Sir, before the appointment of 
the Commission at least 1,000 soldiers 
must have passed through that hospital 
as patients. As far as I can see, and 
I have examined the evidence very 
closely, not a single man who was in 
that hospital as a patient was examined 
before the Commission. 


3. Take another case, the case of the 
eight patients on the platform at the 
Bloemtontein railway station. I have 
pointed out how the Commission, in 
spite of my personal evidence, who 
was there ; in spite of the evidence of the 
hon. Member for Bow and_ Bromley, 
who was also there ; in spite of the evi- 
dence of the civilian medical officer who 
received the patients at the Irish hos- 
pital—the Commission accept the story 
of the Principal Medical Officer, who 
was really responsible for the scandal, 
and recite it as their own verdict upon 
this painful affair. But, Sir, what | 
want to ask is this. Why did they not 
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call at least one of the seven surviving | in some evidence afterwards about the serious 


men of that incident 2? Not 


called. 


one was 


4. One of the strongest complaints | 


I have made against the medical arrange- | 


ments was the bad feeding of convoys | 


sent by train, 
How does the 


and wounded 
open trucks. 


ot siek 
mostly 


Commission pursue its inquiry into this | 


matter! Out of 154 patients who 
were examined only seven were asked 
questions about their feeding on trains. 
Four of these stated they only got bully 
beet and biscuits. That is how the 
Commission inquired into the important 
question of the feeding of these convoys, 
and that is the basis of their verdict. 


From Bloemfontein: “We think that suffi- 
cient and proper food and medical comforts 
were provided for them.” rom Kroonstad : 
“As a rule, we think that proper food and 
comforts were provided for the men on the 
journey.” Before the 
men started on any journey they were, as a 
rule, well supplied with sue! comforts, as well 
as with proper food.” 


General conclusions ie 


The Committee will notice that my 
last four points have been :—(1) That 
no real effort was made to obtain patients’ 
evidence with regard to the places and 
times of which | complained; (2) that 
no patient in the crowded field hospital 
was examined; (3) that not one of 
the sick menon the platform was ex- 
amined ; (4) that practically no evidence 
with regard to the feeding of convoys 
in trains was taken. 

[ will now deal with two individual 
but important instances of the methods 


of the Commission with regard to evi- 
dence. I take first a letter from the 


Archbishop of Cape Town, who writes as 
follows— 


“ The Hospitals Commission is returning this 
week. Whether the result will justify their 
mission is, I think, very doubtful. ‘There can 
le no doubt but that’ while the defence was 
thoroughly and completely organised, the fact 
that it was no one’s real business to make the 
attack made the case against the authorities 
very difficult to establish. ; 

‘T had said all L knew, or the most impor- 
tant part of it, on paper and forwarded it to 
the secretary. But in spite of this they so 
strongly urged me to meet them that, though 
it involved much inconvenience to m self and 
to others, and caused me an additional journey 
of 600 miles, I came to Cape Town—to be asked 
two or three questions, which I had already 
answered on paper, and to be dismissed after | 
about five minutes. When I wished to hand | 
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| deficiency in = equipment even at the 


| hospitals near Cape Town, I was somewhat 
| curtly informed that the Commissioners desired 
no further information on that point. : 

“*For one thing one may be thankful. I 
have heard it said far and wide that from the 
moment the controversy was raised in England 
and here, the comforts of the patients were 
much better attended to. 


Now, Sir, what is the point here? I 
put aside the peculiar treatment meted 
out to a high dignitary of the Church 
busily engaged performing the functions 
of his oftice and dragged 600 miles up to 
Cape Town to have two or three questions 
put to him. The real point is that he 
tendered new evidence with regard to 
the base hospitals, and that that evidence 
was peremptorily declined, 


Now let us look at the verdict of the 
Commission about the base hospitals. 
They quote the opinion of the stati com- 
mander at the who was really ina 
military sense responsible for the condi- 
tion of the hospitals 


base. 


“They were all housed, and all had good 
mattresses to lie on, and were well looked after 

much better than I have ever seen on service 
elsewhere.” 


I wonder if he has ever seen a campaign 
where the vas at a great town and 
a great port provided with every comfort 
that the world could supply. But that 
is not my point. The Commission made 
up their mind with regard to the base 
hospitals and they did not want any more 
evidence. Now, Sir, | am not a lawyer, 
but I put it to any lawyer here present 
—~Did he ever hear of a judge or a jury 
refusing new evidence and then making 
up their mind in favour of the side 
against whom that evidence would tell ? 
That is exactly what the Commission 
did in this case. 


base 


There is another which I men- 
tioned in one of my letters and which is 
so similar to that I have just related that 
| will remind the Committee of it here. 
It is connected with what is known as 
the “Intombi Seandal.” With regard 
to that matter the Committee print the 
evidence of two Army medical officers, 
and the evidence of an Army Service 
Corps officer who was appointed by Sir 
George White to inquire into the matter. 
The latter officer gave evidence against 


T 


case 
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the medical arrangements. The Com- 


mission give their usual verdict— 


* But we think, after making all just allow- 
ances, that no complaint can reasonably be 
made with regard to the steps taken by the 


authorities or the way in which the patients | 


were looked after.” 


| may say that the main complaint 
against Intombi was the stealing of the 
patient’s food and comforts by the order- 
lies and non-commissioned officers. But 
that is not the point | want to make. 
There was another Court of Inquiry into 
Intombi, which is actually referred to in 
the evidence, composed of three officers, 
and one of these officers 
Commission stating that the evidence 
taken before that Court would be of great 
value, suggesting that they should call 
for it, and offering himself to appear as a 
witness before the Commission. He was 
not called, and he never had any answer 
to his letter. And yet the Commission 
say there was no just cause of complaint 
as to the way in which the patients were 
looked after. 
the Commission is a well-known member 


of the Natal Legislature, and served 
throughout the war with considerable 
distinction as an officer of the Natal 
Volunteers. He naturally feels some- 


what strongly on the subject, and writes— 


“Tf the hospitals were a scandal it seems 
that the work of the Commission is going to be 
a greater scandal.” 


Now, Sir, I put this opinion of a leading 
colonist side by side with that of the Arch- 
bishop of Cape Town 
me I could give other equally strong and 
authoritative opinions from the Colony 
—and I want to ask the Committee, 
Is this the lesson we want our colonies 
to learn of our methods in such a matter ? 
Remember, far and wide over there they 
have seen and known what happened. 
Their own sons and brothers and hus- 
bands and fathers have suffered from our 
mismanagement of this great Department 
of the campaign. And we tell them that 
this is the sort of inquiry into those thing 
with which England is content, and we 
ask these young administrations to accept 
this model, stamped with the mother 
country’s high authority and honour, 
of how we conduct our public business 
and how we guard the interests of truth 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts. 


{COMMONS} 


wrote to the | 


This ofticer who wrote to | 


and if time served | 
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jand justice, ina matter of life and death. 
| Do vou think this will increase the love 
‘and honour of the colonies for the 
| mother country? Do you think this will 
| strengthen the tie which at best depends 
on the moral force of a high example, 
} upon that purer conception of public lite 
jand that more just and honest regard 
| for public truth, which the colonies look 
‘for from the sovereign government and 
ines Mother of Parliaments ? 


I have spoken much of the evidence 
ithe Commission did not take. J now 
| desire to say a few words about how they 
‘treated certain evidence they did take. 
At Pretoria, when the Commission had 
but half completed its inquiry, Lord 


| Roberts gave evidence. As is well 
known, Lord Roberts's evidence was 


highly favourable to the medical arrange- 
ments in the war. I am not going to 
discuss the opinion of Lord Roberts on 
this subject. Iam only dealing with the 
action of the Commission. Lord Roberts's 
evidence was published the next day 
| throughout South Africa. Sir, the pub- 
‘lication of that evidence from that 
moment closed the mouth of every 
officer in the British Army. What is the 
custom in courts-martial and councils of 
war? Is it not that the junior officer 
gives his opinion first and so on upwards 
in the successive ranks, the opinion of 
the senior officer being taken last. in 
order that it should not affect the free 
expression of opinion by his subordinates! 
The case is infinitely stronger here. 
All the witnesses had to come forward 
voluntarily. Who was Lord Roberts ! 
| He was the most popular commander of 
modern times. He was Commander-in- 
| Chief of the Forces in South Africa. He 
was the future Commander-in-Chief of 
the British Army. Talk about insulting 
the Army! Did not the real insult lie in 
placing officers in a position where they 
must either condemn the views of their 
Commander-in-Chief or be silent as to 
evils from which they knew their men 
had suffered? What did we hear 
the other night from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies! That when Lord 
Roberts had given his decision, it was 
not permissible even for the House of 





Commons to discuss the merits of the 
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how could you expect officers of the Army | They have given their time, their savings, 


to come forward, not under compulsion, 


their labour to this humane and loyal 


but spontaneously and of their own free | service—little stationmasters’ wives and 


will, to contradict 


the authoritative | daughters, 


even porters’ and _plate- 


vpinion and traverse the published | layers’ womenfolk ; they have waited up 
decision of their Commander-in-Chiet !| all night keeping a fire lighted to make 
Mr. Lowther, the publication of Lord | beef-tea or warm milk, or other nourish- 
Roberts's evidence by the Commission | ment suitable for the painful complaints 


hetore they closed their sittings was the | of the patients. 


It was a most important 


greatest barrier that was ever placed] part of the medical arrangements, into 


against the truth coming out in an 
inquiry like this. 


Sir. J will make but a brief reference 


to what I frankly own I think the! 


greatest blot in the history of the Com- 
mission, and that is the refusal to hear 
the witnesses I offered to send before 
them. I had spent four months collect- 
ing this evidence ; it came from the most 
capable and intelligent set of eyve-wit- 
nesses I have ever met, brave men who 
scorned to complain of hardships in the 
field, but whose practical common-sense 
had been offended by seeing men suffer 
and die from defects in hospitals which 
they knew were easily remediable and 
had nothing to do with military exigen- 
The Commission had been all along 
in the hands of the Department. They 
had practically promised to take the 
evidence in England on their return ; 
they refused to do so. I leave this 
matter, and the only inference that can 
be drawn from it, to the Committee 
and the public. All I say is that, had 
they heard those witnesses, it would have 
been impossible for them to have pre- 
sented weak and_ vacillating 
Report. 


cles. 


such a 


I will now refer to a very grave omis- 
sionin the Report. We have heard some- 
thing about the bad feeding of patients 
in trains. Does the Committee really 
know how the results of that neglect 
were averted? Throughout the whole 
campaign, for a year and a half, these 
trains have been slowly dragging down 
to the base with their convoys of sick 
and wounded, and throughout the whole 
campaign their feeding and refreshment 
on the way has been largely done, not by 
the military or medical authorities whose 
duty it was, but by the voluntary aid and 


| which this Commission was to inquire. 
| Was there no place for an adequate 
| reference to it in the Report, if not by way 
of tribute, at least in recognition of its 
| importance in the medical arrangements ! 
| No, none; because it was not done by 
| officials or by a Department. So in this 
| Report, which I suppose will be the 
authoritative and historie record of the 
medical arrangements in the war, this 
continuous chain of generosity and self- 
sacrifice, reaching over 700 miles of that 
| railway, displayed by the humble and 
‘loyal colonists to the vast armies which 
have poured into that country, goes en- 
tirely unacknowledged. I deeply regret it. 

Sir. the complexion which colours the 
Report throughout is shown to be fatal 
when we come to the Commission’s 
suggestions of reform. Whatever is 
firm—and it is very little—is partial to 
the Department ; whatever is not partial 
to the Department is feeble to a degree. 
I can only very briefly touch on some of 
their proposals. 





They recommend first—first, mark 
you—the increase of the Royal Army 
Medical Corps. It is quite true that 
lower down they admit that the scien- 
tific status of the corps ought to be 
improved ; but they treat the subject 
in a very half-hearted way. They miss 
altogether another instance where surely 
a tribute was due, but none has been 
paid, and which also touches closely the 
question of reform. The Committee 
has heard of the New South Wales 
Medical Contingent, with its fine field 
hospital and gallant bearer company. 
It was the only colonial medical service 
in the war. It was a sort of militia ser- 
vice, but its medical ofticers were mostly 
distinguished medical men in the colonies, 





great kindness of the civilian population | 
all along the line, most of which ran | 
through a sparsely inhabited area. Many 
of these people are poor and hard-worked. 


who left their practices and gave their 
services. Their staff, non-coms., and 
orderlies were splendidly disciplined and 
efficient. There was no stealing patients’ 
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money and property in the New South 
Wales Field Hospital. Wherever there 
was firing the New South Wales Bearer 
Company was sure to be close at hand 
at the right moment. Yet, with the 
exception of a brief and colourless men- 
tion, there is no tribute of any kind to 
this splendid colonial service in that 
department of the campaign which the 
Commission was sent out to inquire 
into. No; it did not belong to the 
Department. But surely the lesson is 
an important one in these days, when 
the extension of the auxiliary forces 
plays such a large part in this Army 
scheme. It is absolutely lost on the 
Commission. They do not inquire into, 
they make no comment on, its bearing 
on the question of enlargement of the 
Medical Service. 

But in their treatment of the question 
of civilian aid you see how the spirit of 
the Department, grasping at complete 
control, has permeated the Commission, 
and set them on the wrong track in 
this matter. They recommend the mix- 
ing up of the Royal Army Medical Corps 
officers with civilian doctors in medical 
work--the private hospitals which did 
such splendid work in the campaign, 
such as the Yeomanry, the Irish, Scotch, 
Welsh, and many others. These hos- 
pitals, with complete civilian staffs and 
only one Royal Army Medical Corps 
oficer to form a link with other depart- 
ments, afford an irrefutable proof of the 
value of self-organised. selt-controlled. 
independent civilian medical aid, and of 
the facility with which it can be applied 
for the period it is required. 


Sir, that is my case—or, rather, a 
small part of my case—against the 
inquiry that has been held. The in- 
quiry has failed to give any true picture 
ot the extent of the evils, has failed to 
point out any of the causes, and has 
failed to push home any of the respon- 
sibilities ; and by the manner of conduct- 
ing its proceedings, by the refusal of 
evidence and the failure to take the 
right evidence, and by allowing itself 
to fall into the hands of an organisation 
on one side of the case, it has reflected 
grave discredit on English public life. 
Kor these reasons I have appealed, and 
I appeal again, to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for War to 


Mr. Burdett-Coutts, 
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go outside of the Report which has 
resulted from such an inquiry, and to 
take larger and more practical views in 
framing his reforms than are to be 
found in that document. 

And, Sir, I venture to make another 
appeal to the Government, an appeal 
which perhaps it would not be in order, 
in connection with this Vote in Supply, 
for me to make in any larger or more 
specific terms than by stating this. 
If we have entered on an era when 
the demands of our position call not 
so much for new legislation as that 
we should put our house in order, and 
if that can only be done in every depart- 
ment by a full, searching, and relentless 
investigation of its detects, then the 
worst model we can adopt for that pro- 
cess, and the weakest and rottenest 
basis ot reform, will be this farce of an 
inquiry for which we are now voting 
this large sum of public money. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he was sure he was 
expressing the opinion of many hon 
Members on both sides of the Hous 
that the hon. Gentleman had no need 
to make any apology for the very im- 
portant and valuable speech to which 
they had just listened. He thought 
thev ought to all associate themselves 
in the protest that a question of this 
magnitude and far-reaching importance 
should be discussed at one o'clock in the 
morning. He did not sav anything 
about who was responsible; but he 
called it a public scandal that the only 
opportunity they had of discussing a 
matter in which the lives of thousands 
of our countrymen were involved should 
be at that hour in the morning. He 
wished to draw the attention of the Secre- 
tary for War to one or two statements 
on which he thought they were entitled 
to some explanation. He agreed with 
the hon. Gentleman that a Commission 
without powers to take evidence on 
oath could not present a Report which 
would be satisfactory. Take the case 
of the Belfast Riots Commission, where 


only a few lives wera concerned. That. 
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Commission reported that it would be 
useless to take evidence unless on 
oath. Not only had the South African 
Commission no power to take evidence 
on oath, but they had no power to pro- 
tect witnesses, and anyone giving evi- 
dence was liable to official criticism and 
censure. He would point out that the 
Report itself stated that the Royal Army 
Medical Corps was totally insufficient, 
and was so constituted that it could not 
he materially enlarged or have its defi- 
ciencies made good, and that these de- 
ficiencies were felt throughout the whole 
of the South African campaign. It then 
went on to state that for a considerable 
time before the outbreak of the war 
the necessity for increasing the staff of 
the Royal Army Medical Corps was 
urged upon the military authorities, 
hut for the part without avail. 
That was a direct charge that, the corps 
being insufficient, recommendations had 
heen made that it ought to be increased, 
and that those recommendations had 
not been acted upon. The Committee 
was entitled to know who were respon- 
sible for that inaction and neglect. Why 
was it that when responsible people at 
the head of the Royal Army Medical 
Corps recommended that the corps should 
be increased no attention whatever was 
paid to their recommendations ? That 
was a very serious charge against the 
Government, meriting some notice trom 
the right hon. Gentleman in his reply. 


most 


There was one other point. At the out> 
break of the war the hon. Member for 
the Ilkeston Division pointed out the 
inevitable results of typhoid in South 
Atrica, and suggested that a special Com- 
mission should go out to assist the Army 
doctors with their experience. That 
siggestion was rejected by the autho- 
rities on the ground that there was not 
the same need of special assistance with 
regard to sanitary matters as with surgi- 
cal operations. But recently the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
had gone entirely back on that position, 
and had practically censured the Govern- 
ment by saying that he thought the 
experience of the war had shown that 
a Committee of that character would 
have done good service. It certainly 
seemed that that refusal required some 
explanation. 
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The points he put to the right hon. 
Gentleman were: Why was it that we 
went to war with the Royal Army 
Medical Corps not even up to peace 
strength and altogether unfit to deal 
with the conflict in which we were 
engaged ; and, secondly, what justificae 
tion was there for the Government in 
not adopting the suggestion with regard 
to taking proper sanitary precautions ? 
The Committee had every confidence 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
take advantage of the Report and act 
upon it, but that was not the whole 
question. We had to do with a state of 
things in the past which it was no good 
hushing up or attempting to discuss 
at one o'clock in the morning. In that 
teport there were sufficient charges to 
demand an explanation from the Govern- 
ment, upon them, after all, 
rested the responsibility for the neglect. 


because 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby, Ike- 
ston), having taken an interest in this 
matter from the beginning, felt bound 
to say that he was startled and pained 
by the very grave position in which they 
found The Member 
for Westminster had levelled against the 


themselves. hon. 


Commission some of the most serious 
charges ever made against any public 
inquiry, and which really deserved the 
grave consideration of the Government. 
It had been shown that the Commission 
started without proper powers and never 
took the trouble to arm itself with those 
powers ; that it refused evidence over 
and over again; and that citizens of 
high standing were invited to attend 
and then the evidence they were pre- 
pared to give was practically refused. 
In the Report the Commissioners them- 
selves virtually admitted the whole case 
brought forward in the House before 
the Commission was constituted, for on 
page 39 they stated— 

“We think that the deficiencies of the statf 
at Bloemfontein were not thoroughly realised 
as soon as they might have been, and that 
more doctors might have been obtained and sent 
up so as to supply these deficiencies earlier. 
We cannot think that the deficiencies of trans- 
port, which we are fully aware of, could have 
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prevented doctors being obtained and sent 
into the town.” 


The same remarks applied to the lack of 
nurses. That was an admission of the 
whole case with regard to the untortu- 
nate men who died at Bloemfontein, and 
the Report, from beginning to end, if 
read between the lines, admitted most 
of the charges which were made in the 
House. 

There were many things which struck 
one in analysing the Report. In any 
thorough inquiries, even without profes- 
sional experience, it animated by a desire 
to get at the bottom of the matter, one 
ot the first things would he to state the 
death rate from typhoid fever. But 
there was nothing of that sort in this 
document. One gathered from Lord 
Roberts's telegram that the death rate at 
that date was about twenty-one per cent. 
It was as low as twelve and a half in 
some hospitals and under eight per 
cent. in others, but there was nothing 
whatever in the Report to show why our 
men had died at the rate of twenty-one. 
or in some places twenty-three per cent. 
With regard to the supply of beds, it was 
laid down by authorities on all hands 
that the minimum supply should — be 
equal to ten per cent. of the foree. That 
question the Commission did not attempt 
to grapple with, and in the Report it 
was almost impossible to find the number 
of beds at any time available for the 
Army. On the information he had 
from time to time received it seemed 
that at no period was the minimum of 
ten per cent. provided. At the beginning 
of the active advance there were about 
116,000 soldiers in South Africa, and. 
on the widest computation, only 9,000 
instead of 11.600 beds. When the 
number of men had reached 184,000, 
the beds numbered only about 12,000, 
instead of 18,400, so that apparently as 
the Army increased. the medical appli- 
ances and the provisions for the comfort 


of the troops became less. Even 
in the middle of last year, after 
all the debates in the House and 


the efforts of the War Office to supply 
the deficiencies, the proper proportion 
of beds had not been supplied. Taking 
the Report as it stood, and analysing the 
figures given as to beds, it presented a 
very grave condemnation of the medical 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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arrangements in connection with the war. 
The most amusing thing—if anything 
concerning this matter could be amusing 
—was that the only conclusion the Com- 
mission, after holding its inquiry in South 
Africa, could come to, was that another 
Committee should be appointed to do 
the work they did not do. The Leader 
ot the House had stated that the object 
of the Commission was to inquire into 
the treatment of every wounded and 
sick soldier in South Africa: but that 
was the very thing the Commission 
had not done. They had gone alto- 
gether on the wrong track, and the 
responsibility, no matter on whom it 
rested, was a very grave one. Instead 
of carrying out the object with which 
they were sent, the Commission inquired 
into the efficiency of the Royal Army 
Medical Corps, with the view, apparently, 
of preparing a defence. The Royal 
Army Medieal Corps was not attacked 
Mistakes doubtless were 
there were some bad 


in the House. 
made by the corps ; 
officers among them, but bad_ officers 
had been discovered in almost every 
branch of the Army in the course of the 
campaign, and the Royal Army Medical 
Corps was no worse than other depart- 
ments. Some men did not do their 
duty. but, taken man for man. he believed 
that the Royal Army Medical Corps 
in this campaign had deserved as well ot 
the country as any other branch of the 
military service. But the great com- 
plaint was that the corps was under- 
manned from the beginning. and, with 


,all the additions the right hon. Gentle 


man had been able to make, it was still 
about 100 less than it was forty years 
ago. That in itself was a scandal. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr. 
Stuart WortLey, Sheftield, Hallam) 
reminded the hon. Member that the Vote 
under discussion was for the Commission 
of Inquiry, and that it would be out of 
order to discuss thereon the policy of the 
War Office with regard to the organisa- 
tion of the Royal Army Medical Corps. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER did not 
wish to go into the question of the re- 
organisation of the Army Medical Corps. 
The Report of the Commission assigned. 
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its defects to the undermanning of that too far. Those who had read the Appendix 
department, and the result was that we of the Report must admit that there was 
had had to fall back upon civil surgeons. a want of proper organisation on the 


He wished to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man how he proposed to follow out the 
recommendations contained in the Report 
with reference to the Army Medical Corps 
Corps. 

| 

THE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is | 
impossible for an answer to be given to | 
such a question upon this Vote. 

Sik WALTER FOSTER said that | 
apparently those recommendations did | 
not come within the purview of the 
Vote, but he would be able to ask his | 
question, no doubt, on the Army Medical | 
Vote. ' 
to him, and perhaps it would be better to 
discuss it then. The Army Medical 
Department, in endeavouring to meet the | 


That would be no inconvenience 


deficiencies, had had to rely upon sending 
out a large number of civil surgeons. 
He thought we were bound to recognise 
that those civil surgeons had rendered | 
a Vast amount of service, but they had | 


not received the same amount of con- | 
sideration that they might have done | 
in view of the large number sent out 
and the good work they had done. 
Over 300 of them had been sent out. 
We had about 468 the 
Royal Army Medical Corps, and no less 


members of 


than 885 civil surgeons had been doing 
That additional — staff 
which was obtained during the difticulties 


similar work. 
in South Africa, was a measure of what 
we should require in order to meet 
similar difficulties in the future. He 
wished to get out of this debate and 
out of this Report such a consideration 


ot the whole question, as would lessen | 


the sufferings of the soldier on his cam- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


part of the Army medical officers, and 
a want of supply of those ordinary 
creature comforts which were absolutely 
necessary in sickness. The absence of 
those led not only to an enormous amount 
of needless suffering, but also to the 
sacrifice of hundreds of lives. He knew 
that the right hon. Gentleman was in 
no way responsible for this, but he hoped 
that under his régime steps would be 
taken to prevent a repetition of what 
he thought was one of the most painful 
features of this campaign, by which 


'many lives had been lost which might, 


under more favourable conditions, have 
been saved. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I do not think that the hon. 


Member for Kirkcaldy was quite fair 
when he that this 


oceasion, 


was a 
and, at 
the same time, the only occasion upon 


said 
very inconvenient 
which this subject could be discussed. 
The hon. Member will remember that 
we had some discussion on the subject, 
including a speech from the hon. Member 
for Westminster, on the King’s Speech. 
Possibly some hours debate has been 
devoted to less important subjects which 


| might have been devoted to this question. 


paigns in the future by preventing, where- | 


ever possible, the spread of preventible | 


diseases. The Army Medical Department 
must be kept in such a state of efficiency 
that what had been called scandals might 
not occur in the future. It was true 
that this Report said that there was no 
such thing as a hospital scandal, but 
he thought that statement went a little 





|The position at this moment is that we 


are invited to consider how this Commis- 
sion performed its duty. My hon. friend 
the Member for Westminster has made a 
most vehement attack upon the character 
of this inquiry and the principles which 
have guided them. In the few words 
I propose to say I would like to ask, as a 
matter of common sense, on what grounds 
are these motives imputedto this Commis- 
sion ? What can possibly be the grounds 
upon which my hon. friend thinks he 
has discovered in the whole action of 
this Commission the sinister motives of a 
determination to shield the Army Medi- 
cal Corps, to burke the inquiry, and to 


report something that will be favour- 
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able to the military authorities ? What 
can be the motive of these independent 
gentlemen—not one of whom, so far as | 
know, has anything to gain in the mat- 
ter from the Government—doing this ? 
They are all with 
nothing to gain by such action ; they are 
men of the highest character, and what 
can be the motive which would induce 
them toact inthe way thehon. Member for 


independent men 


Westminster says they haveacted? I am 
at a loss to understand what their motive 
could be. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: I would 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that 
I did not give my opinions, but I confined 
myself to giving the facts with regard 
to the inquiry. I had to give a précis of 
my speech, and I devoted the whole of my 


remarks to facts and incidents. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I hold no brief for 
the HospitalsCommission, but I know that 
they are a body of thoroughly high- 
minded gentlemen who gaye an immense 
amount of time and hard work to this 
subject, who travelled a great many 
thousand miles, and who took up this 
inquiry for a public purpose, and 
reported on matters as they found them. 
If their Report is not altogether satisfac- 
tory to my hon. friend and to some other 
hon. Members of this House, I can only 
say that so far as I am concerned I do 


not feel that I am bound by the four 


corners of this Report as to what 
requires to be done in the Army. In 
the nature of things it cannot be 


an exhaustive Report. Looking at this 
matter quite impartially, | think the 
hon. Member cast a very unmerited 
slur upon the Commission when he said 
that these gentlemen concluded their 
labours by appointing a Committee to do 
the very work which they had been ap- 
pointed todo. That was not an accurate 
statement of the facts. 


was appointed to consider and report 


Mr. Brodvick. 


This Commission 
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upon the care and treatment of the sick 
and wounded during the South African 
They may or may not have 

that the 


campaign. 


carried out instruction to 


‘| satisfaction of some hon. Members of this 


House, but I think they were fully 
justified in recommending the appoint- 
ment of a Committee to inquire into and 
report on thesteps needed to attract in the 
futureasufticient supply of medical officers 
This which 
is suggested deals with the future and not 
I think hon. Gentlemen 


and nurses. Committee 
with the past. 
who have spoken have pushed these mat- 
ters against the Commission a great deal 
too far. 
Committee by dealing in detail with the 
points raised in the very vigorous indiet- 


I am not going to weary the 


ment which my hon. friend has made, 
but I wish to refer to a statement which 
he made with regard to Lord Roberts. 
The hon. Member. said. 


appearance of force, that Lord Roberts 


with a great 
having been called as a witness at Pre- 
toria, it was obvious that no private soldier 
afterwards evidence would 
be anxious to give a different opinion. 
That statement doubt 
many hon. Members with the idea that 


who gave 


no impressed 
nothing like fair evidence would be 
obtained. To prove this I think the hon. 
Memberoughttohaveshown that, whereas 
the evidence given before Lord Roberts 
was of one character, the evidence given 
by officers afterwards was of a totally 
different character. 


Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: I 
sorry that the late hour at which I spoke 
obliged me to leave out some very im- 
portant parts of my speech. I had in- 
tended to close with the sentence that if 
doubt upon this point, 


am 


you had any 
it was only necessary to examine the evi- 
dence which Lord Roberts's 
evidence, and it would be found that not 
a single officer in the Army afterwards 


followed 


gave an opinion opposite to that expressed 
by Lord Roberts. 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I confess that 1 and until we remedy that defect we 
can produce one or two pieces of evidence shall not have an efficient Service. We 
which will hardly bear out that state- have not had sufficient elasticity in con- 
ment. I do not wish to widen the gulf nection with the Service. 1 approach 
hetween myself and those hon. Members this question with an absolutely open 
who look upon this Report as being mind. I do not feel that we can build 
unsatisfactory, and I hope we shall all altogether on the existing foundation. 
took at it as the commencement of the We shall not limit -ourselves to official 
reform of the Army Medical Service. sources for inspiration. | am not. in 
The hon. Member for Kirkealdy asked the least without hope that before very 
why the Army Medical Corps were not Jong the steps about to be taken will 
fully equipped at the time we entered on enable us to bring before the House a 
the war. [canonlyremind the Housethat scheme whieh will give us a_ really 
the blame for this shortage lies as much. effective Army Medical Service. 
at the door of this House as at any other ) 
point. We have had the Army Medical 
Corps organised on the principle that Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.) said 
three army corps only were necessary, the right hon. Gentleman had stated that 
and if that principle had been adhered it was an independent and impartial 
to I believe that the arrangements Commission, but was that really so ! 
organised in regard to the Army Medical He had complained of the hon. Member 

Corps would have been sufficient. for Westminster attributing — sinister 

But instead of three army corps, pro- motives to the Commission, which was 

vision had to be immediately made for composed of independent gentlemen. It 
six army corps. I well recollect how should be remembered what was the 
some remarks I made a fortnight ago, position of the Government at the time 
in regard to the necessity of preparing the Commission was appointed. At 
to send out 120,000 men abroad, were that time it was most important for the 
received. If this House only allows us Government that the Commission they 
to organise the Army Medical Corps to were appointing should bring in a Report 
supply 120,000 men, how ean vou expect. in favour of the action of the Government 
the same medical staff to supply the with reference to the provision made 
medical requirements of 220,000 men 2 for the Army Medieal Service in South 

I may tell the hon. Member that I think Africa. It would have been a serious 
the experience of the war will show that thing for the Government if, as the result 
a Committee such as that suggested by of their inquiries, the Commission had 
the Commission would be an extremely found that the Government had failed 
valuable one. in their duty to the soldiers in South 

Looking at this matter impartially, Africa. The Commission had at its head 
I think it is regrettable to pass Lord Justice Romer, who was the legal 
this unmerited slur on men who guide, if he might say so, of the Com- 
have, at any rate, tried to do their duty. mission. It had been conclusively proved 
properly according to their lights. 1 that in his method of conducting the 
do not think it ought to be supposed for inquiry he had departed altogether 
a moment that a Commission appointed from legal traditions, customs, and 
to inquire into the care of the sick and forms. What happened! Before the 
wounded during the campaign could Commission left England the evidence 
cover the whole ground, nor would its of certain witnesses was tendered, and 
Report be the only guide for the future it was refused by the Commission. lhe 
in regard to the reform of the Army hon. Member thought he was correct In 
Medical Corps. For the re-organisation stating that Lord Justice tomer promised 
of the Department I will not look to that the evidence of those witnesses 
the Report alone. I am perfectly would be received on the return of the 
aware that in the past the condition of |Commission from South Africa, On 
the Army Medical Corps has not been their return Lord Justice Romer and 
satisfactory in several respects. First the other members of the Commission 
of all, we have had far too small a absolutely declined to receive the evidence 
choice of men to bring into the corps, that was tendered. In an ordinary case 
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in any of the courts of this country 
such a proceeding in the way of refusing 
to receive evidence would be rightly 
regarded as a disgrace to the judicial 
bench. The case for the accusers of the 
Government in connection with the 
provision made for the Army Medical 
Corps in South Africa was not heard by 
the Commission, and all the evidence 
taken was evidence for the defence. 
On reading the Report they found that 
it was not the judgment in any sense 
of an impartial or an independent 
tirbunal. It was a special plea from 
beginning to end for the defence and 
was a most 


Civil Service (upple- 


against the accusers. It 
amusing thing to go through the Report. 
All through the Report such expressions 
were to be found as “on the whole,” 
* generally speaking.” and “as a rule.” 
The Principal Medical Officer and head 
medical staff were strongly animadverted 
upon, and then the Report said— 


“But taking their work as a whole, and 
considering the difliculties they have had to 
contend with, we think that the Principal 
Medical Officer and his head stat? have done 
excellent work.” 


There were pages devoted to criticising 
the Principal Medical Officer and his staff 
and showing how they had failed to do 
their duty in very important details. 
The Commission accused the orderlies of 
general thievery, but their Report also 
said— 


“Complaints against orderlies in this war 
have been somewhat numerous, though, on the 
other hand, the way in which the orderlies as 
a body discharged their duties has deservedly 
heen the subject of high praise from many 
witnesses of experience.” 


With respect to the condition of the Field 
Hospital of the 12th Brigade at Bloem- 
fontein the Report says— 


“This hospital was in many respects un- 
satisfactory, but the results on the patients 
were not so bad as might have been antici- 
pated.” 


The whole Report showed a lack of organi- 
sation and want of attention to detail. 
Even the headings of the various portions 
of the Report confirmed this—as, for 
instance, “ Delay in bringing up hospi- 
tals,” “ Delay in bringing up medical 
staff,” ‘ Delay in moving patients from 


Mr. O’Shee. 
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railway stations,” and so on. The Report 
from beginning to end was a special plea 
on behalf of the defendants in the dock for 
their treatment of the soldiers of the 
Queen in South Africa. It appeared to 
him, in reading the Report, that Lord 
Justice Romer probably had most to do 
with the drafting of it, but that on the one 
hand he had the angel of truth compelling 
him to put in these reservations and 
exceptions, while on the other hand stood 
the angel of whitewash, because the 
teport proved that the Commission was 
a whitewashing Commission and nothing 
else. His Lordship therefore had a very 
difficult part to play in framing the Re- 
port. and under all the circumstances 
he did his task extremely well. 

Asan Irish Member he had no sympathy 
with Irishmen who joinedthe King’s Army, 
and he had done his best to persuade 
them not todoso. But when unfortunate 
Irishmen, through poverty, had 
driven to enter the Army he was entitled 
to intervene in the debate in order to 
criticise the action of the Government 
and the Royal Army Medical Corps in not 
properly providing for the comfort of the 
men who were fighting the battles of the 
country. He moved to reduce the Vote 
by £1.000, 


been 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Item, Class 7. Vote 1, be 
reduced by £1,000.°—(.VUr. O'Shee.) 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s) 
drew the attention of the Committee te 
the case of a Unionist friend of his who. 
joining the Army. was sent to South 
Africa. While there he fell sick and was 
put into one of the bell-tents. For five 
days he was lying on the ground without 
a blanket and without any sanitary 
accommodation whatever. He was hall- 
starved, and it was only his strong Irish 
constitution which kept him alive. The 
doctor never went near him, he had no 
medicine or treatment of any kind, and 
apparently nobody cared whether the 
wounded and sick lived or died. In 
contrast to that, another friend of his, 
who went out withthe Irish Yeomanry. 
was taken prisoner by the Boers, and the 
man said that the Boers treated him as 
a prisoner a great deal better than our 
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own men were treated in our own hos- 
pitals. He fully agreed that the Report 
was a whitewashing Report. The gentle- 
men who went out were no doubt impelled 
by the highest motive, but that highest 
motive was to get the Government out 
of a difficulty. There was not the slight- 
est doubt that this eminent judge was 
put at the head of the Commission in 
order that no damaging admissions 
should appear, and the result was that the 
Government had got a Report according 
to order, and the Committee were ex- 
pected to swallow everything con- 
tained therein. The War Office and 
the officials responsible ought  un- 
doubtedly to be brought to justice 
at the bar of public opinion. This was 
nothing else but apublic scandal in regard 
to the way the wounded were treated, 
and he promised his friend that he would 
wake the case public. He was prepared 
to give the gentleman’s name, only he toid 
him that he did not want to pose as a 
martyr. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman wold take these facts into 
consideration. 


*Mr. TULLY thought very grave 
and serious charges had been made 
hy the hon. Member for Westminster, 
and he had proved his case up to 
the hilt, and they were entitled to 


have a clear and sufficient answer to 
that from the Government. He 
thought this Hospitals Commission was 
simply an electioneering Commission 
sent out for the purposes of the General 
Election. The right hon. Gentleman 
had stated that the members of this 
Commission were impartial and dis- 
interested, but he did not say that two of 
them had got titles which they never 
would otherwise have got. When the 
Government appointed Commissions to 
inquire into the riots at Belfast and 
the Broadhead outrages at Shef- 
field they were given power to  pro- 
tect witnesses who gave evidence; but 
in the ease of this Commission, which 
dealt with the lives of thousands of 
soldiers, that power was refused. That 
heing the case, how could they expect 
any other result than the very limited 
Report which was presented to the House? 
rhe hon. Member for Westminster had 
told them plainly how the wounded 


Case 
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were treated. He knew a private in the 
Irish Yeomanry who fought at Lindley, 
and he received a slight injury which 
ought to have healed in a week or two 
with proper treatment, but in conse- 
quence of being dealt with by an incom- 
petent doctor at the front that soldier was 
now limping about Dublin with one leg. 
That would not have happened if they had 
not tried to run the Army on society 
lines, with society generals and society 
doctors. There were numbers of men in 
Ireland who had lost their limbs through 
merely trivial wounds, and this could 
have been prevented if their injuries had 
been attended to at the time by com- 
petent doctors. The Report presented 
was simply a whitewashing Report, and 
the £8,000 spent on this Commission 
was simply for official whitewash. He 
hoped his hon. friend would press his 
motion to a division. 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.) 
said he could not sit silently and hear the 
Army Medical Department abused. It 
was not the officers, but the system 
under which they worked that was to 
blame. He knew a large number of 
medical officers engaged in this war, and 
they told him in communications that 
they knew where to get the supplies. 
but the system was such that, although 
they went and begged for these things 
for the sick and wounded, they could not 
get them. After the letters of the hon. 
Member for Westminster appeared in 
The Times then all these difficulties were 
removed. There could not be the smallest 
doubt that not only this House, but the 
country and every British soldier, owed 
to the hon. Member for Westminster a 
debt of gratitude for what he had done. 
He did not hesitate to say that the action 
of the hon. Member for Westminster had 
been instrumental in saving the lives of 
thousands of men in South Africa. He 
did not blame the Government so much, 
because they had sent out large quan- 
tities of every sort of supplies ; but the 
system of distribution was such that it 
destroyed the vitality of the service. He 
knew a case where a soldier had his hand 
blown off, and when the medical officer 
came to amputate the limb there was no 
antiseptic for him to use. They were not 
allowed to keep such things in small estab- 
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lishments, and they could not be supplied 
within ten days. He knew another case 
where there was an outbreak of diph- 
theria, and the medical officer had to buy 
diphtherie anti-toxine because the Govern- 
ment had not provided any. Those were 
absolute facts, and he felt sure that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for War, who had shown sueh a 
great interest in reforms in the Army, 
and had proposed such an_ elaborate 
scheme, would do all that was possible 
to remedy the state of things which 
existed in the Army Medical Service at 


present. As regarded the Army Medical 
men themselves, amid great dangers, 


wherever their services were required 
they were always there. They never 
spared themselves in the Crimea, and 
they had not spared themselves in South 
Atrica. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.) contended 
that the system under which the Army 
Medical bad 


defective, and it was not right to try and 


Corps worked was and 
throw the blame for what had occurred 
during this campaign on the doctors. 
These men did not wish to pose as mar- 
tvrs. In fact, some of them were rather 
doubtful of the results that would accrue 
to themselves for the sacrifices they had 
made for the honour of Great Britain. 
clear that of the 
men who had suffered most had not been 


It was the evidence 


accepted. This was proof positive that 
the Commission was appointed not to 
find facts or to bring home any defects 
in the system, but to make it appear to 
the public that the statements made by 
the hon. Gentleman, who was not an 
opponent but a supporter of the Govern- 
ment, were exaggerated. The Commis- 
sion was a fraudulent Commission from 
the beginning. and was sent out to South 
Africa to cover up the detects of the 
system, and to bring a plausible Report 
the to exonerate the 


before country, 
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Gentlemen onthe Front Bench who were 
responsible for the muddle in South 
Afriea. It was not a Commission that 
did any practical good, and it was never 
intended to do anything else than purely 
and solely to whitewash the Government. 
The Report was not worth £8,000 ; in 
fact, it was not worth the cost of the 
paper on was printed. His 
contention was not that the doctors had 
neglected their duty in the field, or that 


which it 


they were inefficient as individuals, but 
that the system as a whole was inefhicient, 
and that the staff were not 
enough to cope with the difficulties with 


numerous 
which they were surrounded. The war 
was entered into without sufficient food, 
The 


Commission did no earthly good. Tf any 


supplies, clothing, or medicines. 
good Was done it Was hy the hon. Member 
for Westminster, had 
been closured when he wanted to bring 


who, however, 
forward evidence to prove every charge 
that had 
move on the part of the Commission to 


been made. It Was a clever 
ask the head of the Army to give his 
evidence first. That inten- 


tionally to prevent any underling, or 


Was done 


officer, or private 
He himself had 
seen men driven mad by their sufferings 
He had taken a man to the 
police quarters who had been driven 


non-commissioned 


giving true evidence. 
and neglect. 


out of barracks by his colleagues. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 


place, and claimed to move, ‘ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 154; 
Noes, 72. (Division List No. 77.) 


AYES 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agu2v, Sir Andrew Noel 


Dr. Thompson. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Joceline FitzRoy 
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Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

311, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Brassey, — art 
Brodrick, I . Hon. St. 


Cautley, ie Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore'r 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. HL. A. E. 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glaszow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Karl of 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar, T. R(T’rH mlets,s. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dick-on-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Durning-Lawrenee, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Ho.J.E.( ElginX Nairn 
Goschen, Hn.George Joachim 
Greene, SirE W(BryS, Ediv’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG, (Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 


John 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. ) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen,Chas. P. (Glouc. Stroud) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 


Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 


— John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

C wee ol Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 
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Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashf’d 
Harris, FLeverton(Tynemouth 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James(Stattords. N. W.) 
Hope,J.F.(Shett ld, Brightside 
Howard,CaptJ (Kent, Faversh. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.( Salop) 


Law, andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Leeve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leizh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, F ex kN.S 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. 8. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkinan 
Lueas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 


Macartney, Rt. Hn. WG Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M:Killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, [an 

Manners. Lord Cecil 
Maxwell.WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville. Beresford Valentine 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, Dav. J.(Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison. James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH A( Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murrey, Charles J. (Coventry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O'Neill, Hon. 


John S. G. 


tobert Porrens 


Pemberton, 
Penn, John 


NOES. 


Dalziel, James Henry 
Doogan. P. C. 

Duity, Willian J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwie My Charles 
Field, William 


Foster, a Walter (Derby Co.) | 


Fuller, J. M. 

Githecks, James 

Gladstone. Rt. HnHerbert John 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,.J Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Hay den, pak Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Thornton, 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, J: ame (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renw ick, ¢ George 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, CharlesHilton( Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.( Renfrew) 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Simith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( North mb Tyneside 
Smitu,JamesParker( Lanarks. 
John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napie 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Perey M. 


Spear, 


Valentia, Viseount 

Walker, Col. Wiili iam a ull 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. 

Wason, JohnCathe: art(Orkney 
Welby. Lt.-Col. ACE(‘Paunton) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton under L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasvorv) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndhain, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLE!S FOR THE AYES--- 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr, Anstruther. 


Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarvonsh.) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, Jolin J. 

Murphy, J. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N 
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©’ Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, Jolin (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(Y Dowd, John 

0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas (Roscommon, N.) 
(Malley, William 

(’ Mara, James 

(Shee, James John 


Question put accordingly, * 
Vote i. be 


Item, Class 7, 
£1,000.” 


Win. (Cork, N. E.) 


Abrahain, Ne 
William (Rhondda) 


Abraham, 


Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Barry, E. (Cork. 8.) 
Boland, John 


)| 
| 


Boyle, James 
Brown, pou M.(Edinbureh) 
Burke, | Haviland- 
ee John 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S 
Claney, John Joseph 
( ‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
‘Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Doogan, P. C 
Dutly, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwie ic Charles 
Field, William 
Foster.Sir Walter (1 Jerby Co.) 
Fuller, J. M. F 
Gilhooly, James 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agge-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Salearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manel’r 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach. Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry ©. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey. Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Cautley, Henry Strother 


‘avendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
‘avendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. ) 
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Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Yennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan. E.) 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 


That the 
reduced by 


Noes, 
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AYES. 


Hn. Herbert J. 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh’e 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyee, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 

M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, 
Mooney, John J. 
Murphy, J. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
(O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
(YConnor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(YDonnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 


North) 


NOES. 


Ceeil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord’ ‘Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mlts,S.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-I oynder, § Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Win. H. 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bann: utyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


Gordon,Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 


The Committee 
(Division List No. rf 
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Thomas, J. A. (Glam. ae 

Thompson, E. C.(Monaghan,N 

Tully, Jasper 

WwW — Thomas CourtenayT, 

Weir, James tialloway 

W hite, Luke (York, E. R. 

Wilson, John (Durham, Nin.) 

TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Captain Donelan and Mr, 
Patrick O’Brien. 


divided :—Aye . 72 
) 


20° 


0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly,James( Roscommon,N 

(YMalley, William 

O'Mara, James 

(Shee, James John 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond.Jobnk. (Waterford 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Roche, John 

Samuel. 8. M. (Whitechapel) 

Soares, Ernest JJ. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 

Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 

Thomas, F. Freeman (Hastings 

Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 

Thompson, E.C (Monaghan,N, 

Tully, Jasper 

Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

W ilson, Jhn. (Durham, Mid.) 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O'Brien. 


Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Rbt. Wim. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd 
Harris, FLeverton( Tynemouth 
Heath, AvthurHoward Hanley 
Heath, J. (Statfords, N. W.) 
Hope,J. : (Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,Capt.J (Kent, Faversh 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W ( Salop. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, Jobn Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 

Long, Rt Hn Walter(Bristol,s.) 
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Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lueas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHaW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘killop, on (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. 

Malcolm, | an 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshir) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris. Hon. Martin Heury F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdivate, FrancisAlexander 
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Nicholson, William Graham 

Nichol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 

Pemlerton, John 8. G. 

Penn. John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Pretyman, Ernest George 

Pryce-Jones, Lt-Col. Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 

sos he S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 

Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 

Royds, ( ‘le ment Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 


Sadler, Cc ol Samuel Alexander 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( Renfrew 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, AbelH.(Hertford, East 
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Smith, HC.(North’mb. Tynes’e 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
St: —, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. ¢ castes Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt-ColA.C. E( Taunton 
Whiteley, HAshton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
NOES— 


TELLERS FOR THE 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR claimed, “ That 
the Original Question be now put.” 


*THe CHAIRMAN accepted the motion, 
and proceeded to put the question. 


Mr. FIELD (remaining seated and 
speaking with his hat on) asked if this 
would preclude them from discussing 
two very important Votes relating to 
salmon fisheries and the Port of London. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The Leader of 
the House having claimed that the 
main question be now put, and I having 
accepted that motion, I am afraid the 
hon. Member will be precluded from 
further discussion. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I ask, Mr. Lowther, on a point of 
order, what is the main question? Is 
the question you are putting the total 
sum of £893,000 ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN : Yes. 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Oh! No- 


body heard the question put. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
asked if it would be in order to exempt 
the Vote dealing with the funeral of Her 
late Majesty, because this would be the 
only opportunity afforded to the House 
of discussing that Vote. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : There is no means 
of exempting that item. 


accordingly, 
not ex- 


Original Question put 
‘That a Supplementary sum, 


ceeding £893,316, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which 


will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 


1901, for Civil Services and Revenue 
Departments.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 159 ; 


Noes, 64. (Division List No. 79.) 





Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 


AYES. 


dalfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
sathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H. (Bristol 
Bentinc k, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 





DDD Adjournment of 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 
Davies, Sir HoratioD(Chatham 
Dewar,T. R(T’rH’ml'ts,8. Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,SirJose »ph Cocktield 
Disraeli, : ‘oningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning: Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon,Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Greene, Sirk. W.(BySEdnivnds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Caimbs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Rbt. Win. 
Hardy-Laurence,( Kent, Ashfd 
Harris, FLeverton(Tynemouth 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, James (Statlords.N.W. 
Hope, J.F.(Shetteld Brightside 
are) Capt. J.(Nent Faversh 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, Win. (Carnarvonshire) 


Kenyon, Hn, G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lege, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boyland, John 
Boyle, James 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burns, John 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
a ag J. 
Daly, raeo 
Dalziel, ~~ s Henry 
Doogan, P. C 
Dutty, William J: 
er Master of 

Far rell, - James Patrick 
Fenwie k. Charles 
Field, eas se 

Gilhooly, James 


Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; 





{COMMONS} 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson- Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Lit. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowther, ©. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’ th) 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm. Ian 

Manners, Lord Ceeil 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriessh. ) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Hantingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. . (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morean, Hn. Fred.(Monm/’thsh 
Morrel ‘li, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt.Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
(Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis. Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 


NOES. 


Hammond, John 
Hardie,J Keir( MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon.Charles Seale- 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, — J, 

Morton, . J.C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, - 

Nolan. saa (Galway,N. 
0’ Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Connor, T. P. Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Committee to sit again 


Adjourned at 
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Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
tidley,S ‘Forde(BethnalGreen 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. ©. Thomson 
Robertson, Her peat (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
adier Col. Hamael Alexander 
Seely,Charles Hilton(Lineoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (Renfrew) 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes Cox, Thomas 
Smith, A bel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( North’ mb. Tynesi’e 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 
nas gr ate ye aaa 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, "Ss ames Henry 
Strutt, Hon. ‘harles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphrey Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. Willi: Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. K. 
Wason,JolhnCathear “vr rkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Williams, Col. ft. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasvow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon N 
eam William 
O'Mara, James 


O’Shee, James John 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, Johnk. (Waterford) 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Freeman-( Hastings 
ge EC.(Monaghan,N. 
Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS~ FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O'Brien. 

To-morrow. 


Three of the clock a.m. 
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Petitions. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 20th March, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


DORKING GAS BILL. 
LONG EATON GAS BILL. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


TORRINGTON AND OAKHAMPTON 
RAILWAY BILL. 
TOTTENHAM 

JUNCTION 


AND HAMPSTEAD 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 
CHASE RAILWAY BILL. 
Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken, before the Committee on the 
Wolverhampton and Essington Mineral 


¥ tailway Bill of Session 1898, the London 
4 and North Western (New Railways) Bill 
~ of Session 1899, and the Wolverhampton, 
~ Essington, and Cannock Chase Junction 


Railway Bill of Session 1900, be referred 
to the Committee on Group No. 2. in 
respect of the Wolverhampton and Can- 
nock Chase Railway Bill—(Wr. Har- 
greaves Brown.) 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT 1896. 


Petitions against re-enactment, from 
Cardiff ; and Burnley ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


BEER BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Leicester ; 
and Halvergate ; to lie upon the Table. 


BURIAL PLACES 
RATES) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Renfrew, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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Petitions. 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 


Petition from Attleborough, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 


Petition from Buckley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY 
GRADE AND EVENING 
TION SCHOOLS). 


EDUCATION (HIGHER 
CONTINUA- 


Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Burnley ; Barry ; Northampton ; Wolver- 
hampton ; and Bacup; to lie upon the 


Table. 
INHABITED HOUSE DUTY AND 
INCOME TAX. 
Petition from Blackheath and other 


places, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


INMAN, JAMES, 


Petition of James Inman, for redress 
of grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 
LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS.) 

Petition from Lindfield, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Renfrew, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 


Petition from Buckley, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


OFFICERS OF THE [INDIAN STAFF 
CORPS. 
Petition of Captain F. H. Domeni- 
chetti, for redress of grievances ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 
Petition from Halifax, for extension to 
women ; to lie upon the Table. 
U 
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POLICE SUPERANNUATION |(eight); Hammersmith (two);  Meo- 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. | 


Petition from Rothesay, against ; to lie | 
upon the Table. 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION ACT, 1896. 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 

Nottingham ; Stafford ; Pontypool ; Led- 

bury ; and Esher ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Esher, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN BILL. 


Petition trom Banff, against : to 
upon the Table. 


lie 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
CHILDREN BILL. 

favour, trom Sheftield 
(ninety-seven): Airdrie; = Hamilton 
(two); Sussex: Pontardulais ; 
non (two); Manchester (twenty-three) ; 
Llanidloes (five); Lower Broughton ; 
Lincoln (five); Altrincham — (two) ; 
Hoole ; Chester (thirty-five) ; Bridport 


OF 
TO 


Petitions in 


SAL E 


Gorsei- 


(two); North Salford (eight); Saltney 
(two); Fulham (two); Cullompton ; 
Hither Green (two) : Lockwood : 


Teignmouth ; Forest Hill ; Huddersfield 
(four); St. Leonards (nine) ; Woking ; 
Crayford; Bury (two); Wilmington ; 
Dartford ; Edinburgh (eleven) ; Roches- 
ter; Okehampton; West Devon; 
Rawtenstall (two); Oldham (three) ; 


Llanrwst: Everton (seven): Ilford: 


Crosland Moor ; Bonnybridge ; Strath- 
earron ; Liverpool (thirty-one); Stone- | 


Croston ; Chorley (six) ; Newton 
Cardiff (twelve); Mid Glamor- | 
Cadoxton ; Grangetown (two) ; | 


house ; 


Heath : 


gan ; 
Barry; Gargrave; Bacup; Nelson ; 


Stockport (five); Leeds (thirty-five) ; | 
New Wortley (three); Bramley (two) ; 
Kingston-on-Thames ; Armley (five) ; 
) 


Lewisham (two) ; Truro ; Deptford (ten 
Maryport ; 
Walthamstow ; 
Nottingham (five) : 
Worthing (three) ; 


Holbeck (two) ; Hull (six) ; | 
Birmingham (eight) ; | 

Preston (two) ; | 
Heaton ; pune | 





| Fowey ; Chisworth ; Bradwell ; Buxton ; 





Rhyl (four) ; 
Ruabon ; 


Ancoats ; 


pham (two) : 
Ponkey ; 


Milton ; Cavendish ; 


Bath (two); Cheltenham; Hayfield; 
Seaford: Silverdale: Tunstall: Eecles 
(two) ; Stockbridge ; Barnsbury ;  East- 
bourne ; Leigh (four); Lowton; Hail- 
sham; Gorton; Longsight: Hulme; 
Leeswood : Beighton ; Bamsford ; 
Tyldesley: West Bromwich — (nine); 
Settle ; Walmer; Whitstable ; Ringmer ; 


Wortley ; Herne Bay ; Atherton ; Deal 
(two); Uphall; Springbourn ; Glasgow 
(twenty): Stratford: Forest Gate; 
Hurgate: Ilfracombe: York (eight); 
Swinton (three): Walkden:  Pendle- 
bury; Hunslet (eleven): Plymouth 
(nine); Worsley (two): Weston; Farn- 


ley (four) ; Bristol (seventeen) ; Hunger- 
ford : Wynchecomb : Caistor : Ecclestield 


(three); Lancaster: Appleby ;  Easing- 
wold; Leadhills: Downfield ; Mains; 
Aberdeen (two): Kennington (four); 
Risca: Bletchley : Newcastle-under- 
Lyme; ‘Tarbrax: Onslow Square; 


West Newington ; 
Hindley 


Saffron Walden (two) : 
South Kensington : Tilehurst ; 
Green: Weston: Lamberhead Green 
(two): Belgrave Hall : Leicester 
(eleven) ; Dumfries ; Tonyrefail ; South 
Lambeth ; Rock Ferry (eight) : Salford 
(seven) ; Dinas (two) : Tonypandy (two): 


Llwynpia; Trealaw ; Chiswick ; Port 
Sunlight (two): Kaling (seven) ; Haven 


Clydach ; Gowerton; 
West Glamorgan (two); 
3irkenhead (nineteen) ; Ber: 
Sevenoaks (two); Leather- 
Petersham :  Mort- 
Winchmore Hill; 


Green (three) : 
Llansamlet : 
Bromley ; 

wickshire : 

head; = Skipton : 
lake ; Llanfairfechan ; 
Powerstock : Aberearn (two); South 
Monmouth ; Wadesley Bridge (two): 
Stocksbridge (three) ; Gleadless ; Grenc- 
side (three); Wylye; Falkirk ; Metre 
politan Tabernacle; Hawridge ; High 
Wycombe; Bourne End; Lambeth 
(three) ; Wareham ; Leek (two); 
Halifax (three): Lavender Hill (two); 
Chesterton : Kilmarnock ; Govan (two): 
Leith (four) ; Walkley (two) ; Owlerton; 


Musselburgh: North Leith (two): 
Rotherham (four); Clapham — (four): 


Swallownest ; Hartlepool (three) ; Cros 


ton; New Brighton (two); Cheadle: 
Hoylake ; Oxton (two): Keadby; 
Epworth; Walworth (two);  Uppe 


Tooting: Great Meols; Claughton: 





Chi 

Ha 

Eas 
Wi 

Mac 
low 

Har 
Clot 
Fest 
huh 
Stor 
Dol; 
Rain 
Sutt 
(nin 
Boln 
Dalt 
(four 
L'an 
(two 








560 
Meo- 


ncoats ; 
onkey ; 
uUxton ; 
ivfield ; 
Eccles 
East- 

> Hail- 
lulme; 
nstord : 
(nine) ; 
nemer ; 
Deal 
tlasgow 
Gate: 
eight) ; 
Pendle- 
ymouth 
Farn- 
lunger- 
clestield 
Easing- 
Mains; 
(four) ; 
-under- 
square ; 
ington ; 
Hindley 
Green 
eicester 
; South 
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(two): 
Port 
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(two): 
); Ber- 
seat her- 
Mort- 

re Hill; 
South 
(two) ; 
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561 Petitions. 
Wallasey ; Grangemouth (two); South 
Ayrshire; Dunipace; Camelon;_ Kil- 
sth: Balfron; Lennoxtown ; 
housemuir ; Ashbourne ; Beeston ; 
Melbourne (two); Millburn; Lugen ; 
(Girvan; Sunderland (three) ; Paisley ; 
Ruabon ; Stockton ; Uppermill ; 
Thornley; Darlington; | Copthorne ; 
Springburn : Broompark ; Warrington 
(five): Stockport (three) ; Hoots-with- 
Warsash ; Woodhouse; Street (two) ; 
Winsford; Kings Heath; Wavertree ; 
Burntisland (two) ; Kirkcaldy ; Wands- 
worth (five); Putney (four); Balham ; 
Tulse Hill; Earlsfield; Portsmouth ; 
Br erelitfe (two) : Sarisbury Green ; 
Tooting ; Kirkstall ; Headingley ; 
Macclesfield ; Woodhouse Carr (three) ; 


Lumb: Higher Tranmere; Seacombe 
(two): Tranmere (four) ; Widnes (two) ; 
New Ferry ; Hoylake ; Wigan; Bridge- 
ofWeir (three); Burley ; Moortown ; 
Marsden; Durham; Jarrow-on-Tyne ; 
South London (three); Friern Barnet 
(four) : fochdale (nine); ~~ Rishton ; 


Oswaldtwistle (two) ; Bowes Park ; Long 
Clawson ; Brighton ; Newbold ; Newton 


Abbot; Westbury-on-Trym ; — Bovey 
Tracey ; Waterloo; Bedminster ; Tow 
law: Buddug; Higher Openshaw ; 
Stepney (two Barnsley (four); St. 
Neots (two): Chagford; Heywood ; 
Ness Bank ; Inverness ; Bangor ; 


Rusholme (two); Barrhead ; 
Salteoats ; Darvel ; Newmilns ; Kenley ; 
Smitham Bottom: Droylsden (two) ; 
Brockley (two); Hill Cliffe; Hebburn ; 
Alnwick ; Woodford ; Southport ; 


London ; 


Chailey ; Ancoats ; Accrington ; Great 
Harwood ; Salford Dock ; Kilbarchan ; 


East Greenwich ; Sleaford (three) : 
Wimbledon ; Mynyddislwyn; — Risea ; 
Machen ; Sandwich; Ramsgate; Lud- 
low : Burnage (two) ; Garston ; Kendal ; 
Hampstead ; Kingston-upon-Hull (two) ; 
Clones; Old Trafford; West Becchar ; 
Festiniog ; Bala ; Glyndyirdwg ; Levens- 
hulme ; Totterdown ; Hollington ; 
Stonegate ; Stourbridge ; Corris ; 
Dolgelly ; Kerridge ; Bollington (two) ; 
Rainow ; Langley ; Macclesfield (five) ; 
Sutton: Hindsfield; Middlesbrough 
(nine); Burnley; Ulverstone; Slaugham; 
Bolney (two) ; Askam-in-Furness (two) ; 
Dalton-in-Furness; Wem; Corwen 
(four); Festiniog ; Llandarwg (three) ; | 
L'andrillo; = Trawsfynydd; Harlech | 
(two): Carrog (two); Blaenau (two) ; | 
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Tan-y-Grisian (three); Llanbedr and 
Pensarn ; Dundee (twenty-eight) ; Wal- 
ton; Small Heath (two); Gloucester 
(two) ; Knaresborough ; North Camber- 
well; Sherburn Hill (five); Malden ; 
Brighouse: Harrogate; Alva (two) ; 
Port Dundas (two) ; Holywell ; Govan- 
hill ; Summerseat ; Perth ; Lochee (two) 
Brislington ; Taunton (four); Driffield 
(two); Bingley (two); Guiseley ; Col- 
sterworth (two); Renfrew: Hyde; 
Egremont ; Southport (four); North 
Meols ; Battersea (twelve) ; Mottram-in- 
Longdendale ; Torquay ; Bolton (eight) ; 
Camberwell (seven); Farnborough ; 
Cheltenham: Wandsworth Common 
(two): United Kingdom Alliance ; 
Seaton Burn: Throckley; Elswick ; 
Malvern (two); Brixton (three); Mar- 
gate (two):  Westgate-on-Sea; West 
Norwood ; Neweastle-on-Tyne (eight) ; 
Dartmouth (six) ; Caerswys (two) ; 
Brechin (two): Arbroath; Penwith ; 
North Ormesby (two);  Llandinam ; 


Petitions. 


Montrose ; Upper Norwood ; Streatham 
(three) ; Cottingley ; Marple; Hetton- 


le-Hole; Midgley and Warley; Hay 
(six): Kennington; Hayle; Luton; 
Great Driffield; Arthington; Amble- 
side: Highbridge (two) ; Northumber- 


land ; Cupar; Sutton ; North Malvern ; 
Romsey : Richard Rutter and others ; 
Plaistow ; Newbury ; Cambois ; Crosby ; 
Carlisle; Holywell; Chryston; Mile 
End (two); Whitechapel ; Cheetham ; 
Meanwood ; Shadwell ; Winsford ; Hey- 


wood: Runeorn; Northwich; South- 
ampton (three); Scholes; Brecknock ; 
Sunnybridge; Smallbridge; Rhaw!l : 


Ashton-in-Makerfield (three) ; 
New Mills (two) ; Elgin 


Fareham ; 
Coupar Angus ; 


(two):  Earlestown: Wolverhampton 
(three); Farnworth ; Southsea; Irwell 
Bank ; North Devon ; Loughborough ; 


Pease’s West (three) ; Walsingham ; Tow 
Law (three) ; West Auckland ; Middleton- 
in-Teesdale (two); Billy Row; Froster- 
lev: St. Helens; Rawmarsh (six) ; 
Airdrie: Hayfield ; Chapel-en-le-Frith ; 
National British Women's Temperance 
Association ; Emsworth; Portsmouth 
(two) : Deerness ; Waterbeck ; Hatcham 
Park; Whitehaven; Hayfield; St. 
Johns; Slaithwaite: Rowarth; Shal- 
don; Westboro’; Batley Carr (three) ; 
Dewsbury (ten): Ravensthorpe (two) ; 


Dewsbury Moor ; Thornhill Lees ; 
Hanging Heaton; Lee (four); Moss 


U2 
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Side ; 


Petitions. 


Colne (eighteen) ; Trawden (two) ; 


Morley (two); Mirfield (two); Wine- 
wace; Tonbridge; Portobello; Slate- 
ford; Dalkeith; Brighouse (two) ; 


Partick ; Blackburn (four); 
Prestwich (two); Higham; Barugh 
Green ; Lower Broughton ; High Flatts ; 
Linton; Hooley Hill (two);  Ashton- 
under-Lyne;  Ryecroft; Southwark 
(two); Broughton Park; Netherton ; 
Penryn (two); Stamford Hill;  Har- 
wood; Ruthin (five): King’s Cross : 
Savile Town ; Colwyn Bay (two) ; Hurst : 
Surrey Gardens ; Withiel; St. Blazey ; 
Blackfrars ; Venjan Green; Newquay ; 
Llanrwst ; Nailsworth ; 
Varteg (two); Whitehaven: Scone: 
Limehouse Fields; | Dunston-on-T'yne 
Hockley; Britleg: Cheetham Hill; 
North Kensington ; Stockwell ; Green- 
law; Ashfield: Newtown; Falmouth ; 
Fraserburgh ; Duns; — Llanrhaiadr : 
Ardsley ; Gavinton ; Woolwich ; Blaen- 


Warrington ; 


avon ; Llanarmon Duffryn ; Talywain ; 
Plumstead (two) ; Middlewich ; Marlow : 
Penn;  Flackwell Heath; Slough ; 


Branston: 
Penarth 


Woodhouse (two) ; Woolston ; 
Aberaman; Merthyr Vale ; 
(four) ; Moreton-in-Marsh ; Astley 
Bridge ; Prescot ; Stonehouse ; Tenby ; 
Blaenconin; Pembroke Dock; St. 
Davids (seven) ; Leonard Stanley ; 
Swanage; Park; West Marylebone 
(two); Shenley (two): Little Heath ; 
Partick (two); Maenclochog ; Reigate ; 
Tarbolton ; Dumbarton; Renfrew ; 
Redhill ; Altrincham ; Sale; Thornton 
Heath (two) ; Purley ; Croydon (seven) ; 
Brow; Bretherton; Polmont; Aber- 
dare (two): Knighton ; Norton Canes ; 
South Leeds ; Newport ; Ilkeston (two) ; 
Merthyr Tydfil (two); Kilsyth; Dur- 
ham ; Stockton-on-Tees ; Teddington ; 
Dreghorn ; Clun; Frenchay ; Tibshelf ; 


South Normanton ; Cambridge ; Comp- 
ton; Pinxton; Alfreton; Swanwick ; 
Chesterfield (seven) ; Stanhope ; Ulver- 
stone; Lindal; Ayrshire; Clay Cross ; 
Bradford (three); Auchinleck (two) ; 


Qld Cumnock; — Galston ; 
Whiteleaf ; Hampton Hill ; 
(two); Catford; Mansfield ; 
Guise ; Wellington ; 
Furnace; Reading (five) : 


Kenley ; 


Eastwood 


Stockdale- 


worth : North Shields; Oban : Kidder- 
minster;  Aspatria (two); Watchet 
(three); Lewisham (four); Blackheath 


(two): Earlsfield; Longtown (two) ; 
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Sittingbourne ; 


Aspley , 
Brompton Ralph ; | 


| Petereulter ; Ayton ; 
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Mowbray; Abbey Town: Wrexham; 
Tottenham ; Matlock ; Clifton ; Hather- 
sage: Winswall ; Burn Cross ; Morton : 
Grantham ; Humberstone: — Wineo- 
bank ; Hoyland Common (two) ; 'Tetney; 
Clydach Vale; Trealaw: ‘Twyford: 
Wokingham: Paddington: — Ascot ; 
South Molton ; King’s Nympton ; Dol- 
ton; Boston; Melton Mowbray ; Peek. 
ham (two); Trowbridge (three); Bed- 
ford; St. George in the East : Bognor ; 
East Dulwich (four): Chadwell Heath : 


East Ham (two); Kentish Town : South 
Lambeth ; Ynyseynhaiarn (two); Port- 
madoc ; Exeter (nine); Chelsea: New- 


ington Green (two): Stoke Newington 
(three): South Saint Paneras : ‘Chester 


(three) < Redditch : Acocks Green : 
Kingsbridge (three); Romford ; Upton 
Park; Sherborne; Glanadda (two): 
Pwllheli; Totnes; Somerset: Shire- 
brook ; Somerton: Wineanton ; Hen- 
stridge; Newark ; Hornsea ; Bucktast- 


leigh (three) ; Castle Cary ; North West 
Surrey; Bucklow ; Willingdon; Ore; 
Furness Vale; Richmond (Surrey) 
(two); Amberley ; Redditch ; Chippen- 
ham; Guisborough ; and Caersws ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions against. from Scottish License 
Trade Defence Association ; Kirriemuir; 
and Border Counties Wine, Spirit. and 
Beer Trade Defence Association ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from 
Dalbeattie; Shettlestone (two); Coat- 
dyke (two); Coatbridge (two) ; Aul- 
dearn ; Macduff ; Dundee (nine) ; Edin- 
burgh (four); Pitlochry; Glasgow 
(eleven); Vale of Leven; Stromness; 
Locharbriggs ; Waterbeck ; Penpont ; 
Dufftown ; Brechin (four); Rothesay ; 
Kirkintilloch ; Ayr (two); Greenock: 


Dunkeld: 


Paisley (six); Carnoustie; — Alva; 
Lochee; Perth; Mortlach; Pontgor- 
don; Portessie; Aberdour ; Thornton; 
Pollokshields (two); Gamrie;  Inver- 
bervie ;  Stenhousemuir; Montrose; 
Thornbridge ; Laurieston; Tranent: 
Buckie; St. Cyrus; Dumfries (six): 


Bonnyrigg ;  Go- 
Govan (four); Newhaven; 
Musselburgh (two); Troon; 


vanhill ; 
i Ceres ; 
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Muirkirk ; Kirk Wynd; 
Moybole ; Duns (two) ; Bridge of Allan; 
Bannockburn ; = Cupar; = Colmsnell ; 
Laurieston ; Denny; New Kilpatrick ; 
Kirkcaldy (two); Darvel; Anderston ; 
Inverness (two); Nikhill; Barrhead ; 
Saltcoats ; Stewarton; Kilmarnock ; 
Golspie ; Kilmaleolm ; Bellshill; Elie ; 
Carluke ; Scottish Temperance Federa- 
tion; Nairn; Strathpeffer ; Riccarton ; 
Kirkmaiden;  Kirkeowan; Coylton ; 
(alston (three); Newmilns; Parton ; 
Peebles (three) ; Alyth ; Granton ; Leith 
(three); Kirriemuir; Broughty Ferry ; 
Voldstream ; and Bonhill; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Petition from Edinburgh, for altera- 
tion; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NATIONAL DEBT ANNUITIES. 


Account presented of the gross Amount ! 


of all Bank Annuities and any Annuities 
jor terms of years transferred, and of all 
Sums of Money paid to the Commis- 
sioners for the Reduction of the National 
Debt. and the Gross Amount of Annuities 
for Lives and for terms of years, ete., 
granted within the year ended 5th 
January, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. and to be printed. [No. 88. | 


WEXFORD COUNTY COUNCIL v. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 
Return 
jordered 

Esmonde| ; 


presented relative thereto 
9th Mareh; Sir Thomas 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 


TO CHILDREN BILL. 


LIQUORS 


Order for Second Reading read. 
oD 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: (Kent, 
Thanet): Upon a point of order I wish 
to call attention to the order of leave 
which provides ** for a Bill to prevent the 
sale of intoxicating liquors to children.” 
Upon a reference to the standard work 
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Dunipace ; | Parliament in regard to the withdrawal 


of Bills I find it laid down that in pre- 
paring Bills care must be taken that they 
do not contain provisions which are not 
authorised by the order of leave. Sir 
Erskine May also draws attention in a 
footnote to eases where breaches of this 
fundamental rule have been brought to 
the notice of the House, and the deci- 
sions have been based upon the special 
circumstances of each individual case. A 
reference to Clause 2 of this Bill will show 
that it goes far beyond the order of leave. 
The Bill provides for certain penalties 
upon— 


“Every holder of a licence who sells or 
delivers or allows any person to sell or deliver 
any description of intoxicating liquor to any 
person apparently under the age of sixteen 
years.” 


The House having granted leave for the 
introduction of this Bill I think we are 
justified in asking how far compliance 
has been made with that order of leave. 
The order of leave confines the operation 
of the Bill to the sale of intoxicating 
liquors to“ children,”’ and this is not a 
mere verbal quibble. Petitions have just 
been readand presented tothe Houseshow- 
,ing signatories in large numbers who 
were no doubt guided by those terms. We 
find that whereas the Bill as sanctioned 
on its introduction goes merely to the 
length of prohibiting the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors to children, the present 
Bill—altogether apart from the question 
whether it is right or wrong—would pre- 
vent a boy messenger under sixteen 
years of age from fetching articles bought 
by any subscriber to a co-operative store, 
and would make it a penal offence for 
the manager of the store to deliver the 
goods to a messenger boy. 1 know that 
this is not the proper occasion to discuss 
that point, but I merely point to it as an 
illustration of the very great length 


to which the Bill has gone beyond 
ithe order of leave. To restrain the 
delivery of goods to a person by 


of Sir Erskine May upon the practice al the case with Bills relating to the qualifi- 


a manager on behalf of a person whose 
credit is pledged would be a proceeding 
wholly different to that sanctioned by the 
order of leave. Sir Erskine May gives 
several illustrations where Bills were 
withdrawn because they did not comply 
with the order of leave. This was 
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cations of Members and election expenses. 
I venture to say that, whatever your 
decision may be, Mr. Speaker, it will be in 
the public interest that the House should 
watch the strict observation of this rule. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : It is quite true that 
the title of this Bill might have been 
made somewhat fuller and clearer. The 
words of the title are “Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors to Children,” and, no doubt, in 
strict legal phraseology these words 
imply contract of sale between the publi- 
can and the child itself. It would have 
been clearer if the words had been “ Sale 
or Delivery ” or * Sale or Supply,” or 
some words of that kind. But, at the 
same time, it must be borne in mind 
that in sales of the kind which are dealt 
with bythis Bill deliveryalmost invariably 
accompanies the sale, and in common 
parlance people often speak of the sale 
of liquor to children as meaning the hand- 
ing of goods over the counter to children 
in the course of sale. [I do not think the 
House has been misled at all by the title 
of this Bill. The words ** Sale of Intoxi- 
eating Liquors to Children” may be 
viewed in their popular sense, and not 
necessarily in their strict legal sense. 
Under the circumstances, therefore, I see 
no reason why the hon. Member should 
not pre veeed. 


*Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): In 
rising to move the Second Reading of this 
Bill. | may say that I doso entirely owing 
to the good fortune of the ballot. I drew 
a high place, and being faney free and 
pledged to no Bill, I resolved to bring for- 
ward a Bill with these three qualifications 
—in the first place a Bill which was not 
a party measure ; secondly, a Bill deal- 
ing with a subject for which the country 
was clearly ripe for legislation upon ; 
and thirdly, a Bill which was quite within 
the limits of private Members’ Bills. In 
the Bill I have brought forward I find all 
these qualities, for it has warm supporters 
both on this and the opposite side of the 
House, and has been recommended by 
both sections of a Royal Commission. 
This is a moderatetemperance reform, and 
what hon. Gentleman in any part of this 
House does not affect to be a moderate 
temperance reformer ! Nothing is more 
significant than the change of spirit that 
Mr. James Lowther. 
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has come over the advocacy of temperance 
in recent years. There was a time when 
temperance measures seemed to fall 
between two extremes. On the one 
side it was felt there was no way of reform- 
ing the liquor traffic except by reforming 
it out of existence altogether ; while, on 
the other side, it was held that the slightest 
reform was an undue interference with 
the liquor trade. A new spirit has arisen, 
and a new party has arisen, and that 
party is the great majority of the people 
of the country at large. The country 
finds that the question of temperance is 
no longer a question of argument; but one 
for action. They have realised the evil 
that drink is producing on the nation. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary the other day gave us an 
eloquent pictureot theconnection bet ween 
drink and crime. The question is not 
only one of morals only, but one which 
involves our very national existence. 
Nothing is more certain than that in the 
future we shall have a keen struggle 
with the other nations of the world for 
the supremacy of our commerce. That 
struggle will be of an internecine charae- 
ter, and we shall always be seriously 
handicapped in the struggle as long as 
the stain of drink is upon us. The future 
still lies before us, and we can still save the 
children of this country. It is they 
who will have to carry on this struggle 
when it has passed from our hands, 
and it is to save them from this danger 
that I ask the House to pass the Second 
Reading of this Bill. It would be easy 
for me to give painful cases which have 
arisen of this danger which have been 
brought before the special Commission 
in evidence. Remember that those cases 
are given in evidence not by hysterical 
philanthropists but by hardened officials. 
I wish to save the time of the House, and] 
will only give a short abstract of what the 
evidence brought before the Commission 
shows. That evidence overwhelmingly 
proves that the public-house is no placetor 
a young child. I wish to make no accusa 
tion against the publicans. I believe that 
they do their best to prevent drunkenness, 
and there are many perfectly respectable 
public-houses. But I do not believe that 
even in the case of the most respectable 
public-house any respectable working man 
would like his child to be familiarised 
with what goes on there. If this is 
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true of the most respectable public-house, 
how much more must it be of those in a 
low gin-drinking locality of a great town. 
They are simply focuses of all the vice, the 
impurity, and the drunkenness of the 
district, and it has been shown that of 
those who enter such public-houses quite 
14 per cent. of them are children who 
are sent as messengers. 

That is the first point which the evi- 
dence proves, but there is a second and 
more important point. The sending of 
children to the public-house in this man- 
ner teaches them to drink. There is no 
doubt whatever of this. Anybody who 
knows children and their imitative 
ways will not be surprised that 
they readily try to taste that which 
they see is relished by their elders. We 
have overwhelming evidence that this 
actually happens. We have evidence 
which proves not only that these children 
are taught to drink in this way, but it 
often happens that they buy drink for 
themselves in the public-house and con- 
sume it outside. At the present time the 
law forbids the publican to supply chil- 
dren with intoxicating liquors on the 
premises, but that provision is futile so 
long as you allow the children to buy 
drink on the premises and consume it off 
the premises. We have terrible 
proots of the prevalence of drink among 
young children. It is true that the num- 
ber of arrests among children is not very 
great—-L believe it reached forty in one 
year: but that is by no means the limit of 
drunkenness among young children. — It 
must be remembered that these are only 
the arrests for disorder, and according to 
the evidence of many police officers the 
prevalence of drunkenness amongst 
young children is very great. This re- 
form which we advocate is really at the 
bottom of all temperance reform. You 
ean hardly carry any moderate temper- 
ance reform unless you carry out this pro- 
posal first. The Government are going 
to bring in a Bill to deal with the very im- 
portant question of selling drink to in- 
toxicated persons. ‘The Government in- 
tend to increase the penalties for this 
offence against the publican, and they 
are going to post up the names of in- 
ebriates in the public-houses. That re- 
form will be useless unless this Bill 
is passed. I say, penalise the publican 
as much as you like, and post up the 


some 
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names of the drunkards; but so long as 
you allow the drunkard’s child to go and 
fetch him drink while he lies hopelessly 
and helplessly drunk at home, surely 
your efforts in this direction will be futile 
and ridiculous. This is what the evidence 
before the Commission has proved. 

How does the Royal Commission pro- 
pose to deal with this question ? As all 
hon. Members know, there are two re- 
ports—-one issued by the minority, which 
contains the views of the most advanced 
temperance reformers, and there is also 
the Majority Report. The Minority 
Report is entirely in favour of this Bill. 
But what does the Report of the majoritv 
say? It says: “If, as we are inclined 
from the evidence before us to believe, the 
weight of public opinion now supports the 
proposal, we are of opinion that serving 
children under the age of sixteen for con- 
sumption either ‘on’ or * off’ should be 
forbidden, and that the present penalties 
should also be imposed on those who send 
children knowing them to be under age.” 

We have adopted this reconimendation 
with one exception, and that is that we 
do not propose to penalise the sender. We 
are even more moderate than the mode- 
rate section of the members of the Com- 
mission. The majority tell us that we 
should not attempt to legislate beyond 
public opinion upon this matter, and I 
think that is a very wise precaution. But 
it is fair to say that there were four dis- 
sentients, though they were all im- 
mediately connected with the liquor trade. 
The main reason tor the reservation of 
these gentlemen was that they did not 
think public opinion was advanced 
enough in favour of this Bill.) They 
say that in the year 1886 a Bill was 
passed prohibiting the sale of drink 
to children on the premises, and at 
that time an attempt was made to in- 
clude off the premises as well, but Parlia- 
ment did not pass it, and what has hap- 
pened since then ? Why, everything has 
happened since. The Commission has 
happened, a Bill on the subject has been 

unanimously passed through the House, 

and two Home Secretaries have expressed 
themselves in favour of this principle. If 
anything is certain I think it is that the 
country is in favour of this Bill. Hon. 

Members are aware of the amount of 

letters and petitions which have been 

coming in, and these petitions have come 
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not only from temperance associations, 
but from school boards—-including the 
School Board of London-—county coun- 
cils, town councils, parish councils, and 
from many if not all of the borough coun- 
cils of London ; from boards of guardians, 
from benches of magistrates, and irom 
every kind of public body. Meetings 
have been held in many parts of the eoun- 
try. attended by as many as 2,000 or 
3,000 persons, where resolutions have been 
passed unanimously in favour of this Bill. 
I do not believe that in recent years there 
has been a Bill upon which the country 
has more clearly expressed its opinion. 

I now turn to another point. The 
majority of the Commission recommend 
that the sender should also be penalised. 
The question is whether we should 
or should not include that —recom- 
mendation in this Bill. I believe that re- 
commendation was suggested by Mr. 
Charles Walker, who was one of the four 
gentlemen who entered these reserva- 
tions. He says :—- 


“The proposal to impose penalties upon 
those who send children, knowing them to be 
under age, would be nugatory, as the proof 
necessary to conviction would be practically 
impossible. How could young children be 
called as witnesses against their parents ?” 


That is the opinion of Mr. Walker, who 
is not friendly to the Bill, and I think 
great stress should be placed upon that 
opinion. I do not wish to express an 
opinion upon its justice or injustice, but 
it is one which is well worthy the con- 
sideration of the Committee. A pro- 
posal has been placed on the Notice 
Paper by the hon. Member tor West 
Bradford not to penalise the sender. 
but the parent or guardian, of the child. 
I would like to show that would work 
out unjustly. Take the case of a 
man who is perfectly respectable, and let 
us suppose that he is a teetotaller. Sup- 
pose he has a child, and that child is 
bribed by a drunkard to go and feteh him 
drink. Who is to be punished ! 
Not the sender, but the innocent 
father, who may regard it as an out- 
rage that his child was sent at all, would 
be penalised. I do not think that the Bill, 
if passed in that form. would be practical. 
I believe that there is no one who 
has more the welfare of the masses at 
heart than the hon. Member opposite, 


Mr. Crombie. 
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and [ am perfectly certain that he can 
have no desire whatever to do anything 
that would wreck so useful a Bill as this. 

Those of us who promote this Bill do 
not throw it at the House as a cast-iron 
Bill. Since introducing this measure 
many points have been brought betore 
me by hon. Gentlemen opposite and 
other gentlemen who come to the 
lobby representing publicans and others, 
and | think that many of the suggestions 
made would greatly improve the Bill. 
This is not a Bill to penalise the publican, 
and it is not a Bill to prevent the legiti- 
mate sale of drink. It is a Bill to save 
the children from contamination so 
far as is practicable, and so long as that one 
purpose is effected | do not care what 
Amendments are inserted. What I do 
say is. that the Committee is the place to 
discuss those. I do not know what argu- 
ments are going to be used against this 
Bill. IL have heard only two. I have 
heard it said that this measure will be 
very inconvenient to working men. 
Well, | think working men can speak 
for themselves, and they are largely in 
favour of this Bill. I think, as a rule, that 
the British publican is quite as enter- 
prising as any other tradesman. He 
possesses a good and lucrative trade, 
and if this Bill is passed into law | think 
he will find some means of supplying 
the British workman with his dinner 
beer. There is only one other objection 
raised, and it is this. We are told that 
this Bill will be mischievous, because 
if we prohibit young children being sent 
to the public-house, men will have to 
send their daughters of eighteen years. 
I welcome that argument, because it 
admits up to the hilt the principle on 
which this Bill is based. Those who use 
this argument admit that the public- 
house is so contaminating a place that 
no respectable man would send his 


daughter there. If hon. Gentlemen 
hold that view, what is their logical 


course! Their only logical course is 
to come and ask us to extend the age 
limit in this Bill, so as to include persons 
at the age of eighteen. 1 will not stand 
further in the way of the discussion. We 
private Members have done everything 
in our power upon this question, and we 
have joined hands across the floor of 
this House. We have given to this Bill 
every advantage that a private Member 
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or the most powerful combination of 
private Members can give to a private 
sill. But our rights are circumscribed, 
und unless the Government give this 
measure their countenance it will, no 
doubt, be impossible to pass it. I call 
upon the Government, therefore, to 
help us to pass a Bill which is recom- 
mended by their own Commission, which 
is desired by the House of Commons and 
the country, and which will confer on 
the masses of the people not only moral 
but material benefits. 


*Sr WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester, N.W.): My hon. friend on 
the opposite side of the House has stated 
the case for the Bill so forcibly and fairly 
that I should not have thought it neces- 
sury to intervene at this stage if it had 
not been for one reason, and that is, that 
| desire to emphasise what he has alluded 
to—that this is in no sense whatever a 
party measure. It is a Bill which is 
supported as heartily on this side of the 
House as on the other side, and although 
hon. friends have 
doubts and some criticisms to make on 
the details of the Bill, I trust the House 
will remember that we are at present 
engaged upon the Second Reading. and 
we are debating the principle of the 
measure, which is, that the time has come 
when there should be an Amendment 
ot the laws regulating the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors to children. 


some of ny some 


matter. as hon. 
Members are aware. We have Acts on 
the Statute-book which protect the 
children to a certain extent, and cer- 
tainly it cannot be said that this is reck- 
less or rash legislation, because we have 
taken very nearly the whole century 
to reach the point at which we have now 
only just arrived. It may be interesting 
to know that the first Act passed in 
reference to this question was a Metro- 
politan Act solely. It was passed in the 
year 1839, and related only to the serving 
ot spirits. It was not until 1872 that 
that was made a general Act applying 
to the whole country, but it only related 
to spirits and to consumption on the 
premises. It was not until the year 
IX86 that the sale of intoxicating liquors 
was prohibited to any person under 
thirteen years of age for consumption 


This is not a new 
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on the premises. The hon. Gentieman 
has already referred to a state of things 
which is most deplorable. It is very 
often assumed that there are Acts which 
prevent the serving and supplying ot 
intoxicating liquors to children of a cer- 
tain age. That is not the case. At the 
present moment the law permits any 
child of any age to be served and sup- 
plied with liquor if only the child does 
not consume it on the premises. So 
that it is a fact that at the present time 
there is no protection whatever against 
the serving of children of any age, even 
though they be only six, seven, or eight 
years of age, and these children are 
perfectly free to consume intoxicating 
liquor so long as they do not consume 
it on the premises. It appears to me 
that the Commission thought there was 
a justification for an alteration in the 
law consonant with common-sense, and 
certainly with public opinion. This is 
a dangerous trade, and we have re- 
peatedly in Parliament, especially of late 
years, been legislating for the protection 
of women and children, and even of men, 
from dangerous trades. Therefore, | 
say that this Bill is in perfect harmony 
with legislation that has been passed 
over and over again. 

I know that the great difficulty we 
have to contend against in urging this 
Bill is the question of messengers, and 
at first sight it does seem a hardship tor 
a respectable man, who wishes to have 
his dinner or supper beer, that he should 
not be able te send his child to the public- 
house for it. I would like to say that 
my experience in the north of England 
leads me to believe that there are not a 
great many artisans who want their 
dinner or supper beer fetched. Their 
habit is generally to take their meals 
without any intoxicating liquor, and if 
they do indulge in it, it is taken quite 
separate from their meals. Therefore. 
I do not think that the inconvenience 
to the ordinary artisan throughout the 
country would be very great. The real 
fact is that the great majority of these 
messengers are practically distributors 
of liquor on behalf of the publican, and 
they are sent by good-for-nothing men 
and women who are very often too 
drunk to go to the public-house them- 
selves, and so these children of tender age 
are utilised. The publicans ought to be 
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ashamed of employing the young children 
of this country as their distributors, and 
if they want to distribute their liquor 
they ought to employ distributors of 
their own. If hon. Members who feel 
a difficulty about this messenger ques- 
tion were to examine the evidence given 
before the Commission, they would come 
to the conclusion that, whatever may 
be said in its favour, there was an over- 
whelming case in favour of putting it 
down, owing to the serious evils which 
resulted from this messenger system. 
I admit that it is impossible to pass legis- 
lation of this kind without causing in- 
convenience to somebody. What they 
had to consider and take into account 
was the balance of advantages and 
whether there were sufficient advantages 
to justify legislation even though there 
were some inconvenience caused on the 
other hand. My hon. friend referred 
to two cases, and | will give two short 
extracts from the evidence on this point 
with regard to the consumption of liquor 
which was procured by the children for 
consumption, by themselves. If it was 
proposed that in no case did they con- 
sume it themselves, it might be a stronger 
argument, but the evidence is overwhelm- 
ing that not only do they do this but 
they actually commence to drink at a 
very early age, and thus get a taste for 
liquor, and you are creating through 
these messengers what becomes habitual 
drunkenness, because it is well known 
that if the taste is acquired strongly in 
early age it will be very difficult to 
stop the practice afterwards. One of the 
witnesses was Miss Johnson, visitor of 
the District Provident Society, and |] 
should just like to read two or three 
questions and answers which occurred 
in her evidence. She was asked— 


(/. It is not for their own consumption % 

A. They are mostly acting as messengers, 
but they diink it on the way. 

(. They do not drink it in the public-house * 

A, Sometimes they do. 

(. Have you known any families in which 
evil has resulted from this drinking ” 

A. Yes. where they have had boys and 
girls spending their coppers in drink, as soon as 
they earn them themselves they have got into 
the way of being, one might say, habitual 
drunkards at a very early age. 

(. Have those cases occurred in families 
you have been personally acquainted with 7 

A. Yes. 


Sir William Houldsworth. 
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Lady Henry Somerset's evidence is very 
striking indeed. She gave a case in 
Manchester of a girl of thirteen being 
brought before the magistrate charged 
with being drunk. She was asked how 
she got drunk, and she replied— 


“T was cold, and as [ had sixpence I went 
into a public-house and bought sixpennyworth 
of whisky and drank it on the doorstep.” 


There is no law at the present time 
which prevents young children from 
getting drink. not as messengers but 


,absolutely for their own consumption. 


Lady Henry Somerset was asked— 


(. At how early an age have you seen 
children coming out of public-houses ? 
A. At five, six, seven, and eight, and at any 


‘time at which they could possibly hold a jug 


and walk.’ 


i think this evidence willbe accepted as 
authoritative, as far as it goes. We 
know that these witnesses are interested 
in the temperance question, not because 
they are faddists, but because they take 
a deep interest in the welfare of the 
children. Many people who are not 
temperance men, who have seen the 
good results produced by the work of 
the Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Children also feel that some alteration 
of the law is required. The same kind 
of evidence is given by constables, police, 
and other authorities, and the petitions 
which have been presented on this 
subject show that public opinion is 
thoroughly aroused, I have tried to 
get the number of petitions which 
have been presented on this  ocea- 
sion, but, owing to the fact that they 
have been coming in in large quan- 
tities both vesterday and to-day, and 
probably will continue to do so for a 
few days longer, 1 am unable to get 
the number and make the analysis 
which I should like to make. I wish, 
however, to mention that last vear there 
were 5,627 petitions presented in favour 
of this Bill, and of this number no less 
than 3.423 were from official authorities 
throughout the country. That shows 
that those who come in contact with 
the great mass of the people are in favour 
of this measure. Upon this oceasion a 
petition has been presented by the City 
Council of Manchester, the School Board 
of Manchester, and the Board of Guar- 
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dians, and I believe if we had the Return 
we should find that there is not a city 
in England, and scarcely a local board, 
which has not petitioned in favour of 
this measure. Under these circum- 
stances, I think that it is without 
doubt that public opinion in favour 
of this measure is overwhelming. 

I should like to mention another 
matter. In Liverpool this question is 
being solved, although, unfortunately, 
I do not think it is being done quite 
in accordance with the law. At any 
rate the Liverpool magistrates have 
taken a step which, whether legal or 
not, shows that there is no real opposi- 
tion to a movement in this direction. 
The magistrates there have simply by 
a resolution ordered the chief con- 
stable to report to them all cases of 
public-houses where children are served 
under thirteen years of age. The 
effect of that resolution has been that 
not only has there been no outery 
against this, but the publicans them- 
selves have accepted the situation, and 
gone so far as to put notices in their 
windows to the effect that they will not 
serve children under thirteen. There- 
tore, | am entitled to believe that if a 
moderate measure extending the age 
were passed we should have not only 
the working supporting — it, 
but also the best of the publicans. 
I cannot understand why any hon. 
Member on this or the other side 
ot the House should hesitate for one 
moment in giving his support to the 
Second Reading of this Bill. My hon. 
iriend opposite has referred to the Re- 
ports of the Commission, and therefore 
1 do not think I need say anything more 
on that point, except that it will be 
understood that this recommendation is 
unanimous among all sections in Eng- 
land, Seotland, and Ireland. Seotland 
is at the present in advance of us, to some 
extent, although not so far in advance 
as the great mass of people of Scotland 
would like. The age there is fourteen. 
I submit to the House accordingly 
that the time has arrived when we ought 
to agree, at any rate, to send this Bill 
to the Committee upstairs. The question 
is now ripe for legislation, and if any 
Amendment is suggested which is not 
intended to wreck the Bill we shall 
he very glad indeed to accept it in 


classes 
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order to make the Bill more workable. 
All we have to avoid is not to take 
a retrograde step. We have arrived at 
a certain position, and if the Bill is 
passed as it stands we shall have no 
difficulty whatever in carrying it into 
effect. I beg to second the motion for 
the Second Reading. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”’ 


Masgor JAMESON (Clare, W.): I 
rise to move that this Bill be read a 
second time this day six months. I 
should like to say to the mover and 
seconder of the Bill that I will not give 
way to them or anyone else in my 
earnest desire to ensure the sobriety of 
those children who are dear to us all. I 
may add that I have no interest in any 
licensed house in’ England, Ireland, 
Scotland, or Wales. I will endeavour 
to show to the House that this Bill in 
the form in which it is presented to us 
will absolutely defeat the objects it is 
meant to bring about. 

The Bill is based on false sentiment. 
It would absolutely fail in securing 
children of a certain age from being 
able to obtain intoxicating liquors, and it 
would more than ever tend to increase 
drinking in private houses and so-called 
clubs. In my opinion it fails signally, 
first of all, in making license holders 
responsible for selling strong drink to 
children, instead of making the parents 
or guardians of those children responsible 
for their conduct and responsible for 
guarding the interests and health of 
those children who depend upon them. 
Sentiment does not always take a fair 
view of these social questions, and, as the 
promoters of this Bill have endeavoured 
to show that they are following out the 
recommendation of the Royal Commis- 
sion, I will endeavour to prove that they 
have not done so. In the second clause 
of this Bill it is stated that— 

“Every holder of a licence who sells or de- 
livers, or allows any person to sell or deliver 
any description of intoxicating liquor to any 
person apparently under the age of sixteen 
years, for consumption either on or off the 
premises shall be liable to a penalty not ex- 
ceeding forty shillings for the first offence and 
in the case of a second or any subsequent 
offence to a penalty not exceeding five pounds.” 
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The Bill sets forth the penalties against 
the license holder, but what does the 
Report of the Royal Commission state /— 


““Under the existing law no boy or girl 
under fourteen may be served or supplied with 
any kind of intoxicating liquor for his own 
or her own consumption. But it is not un- 
lawful to supply liquor to any child, however 
young, who obtains it as a messenger for an 
adult. Asin the ease of England, we recom- 
mend that no child under the age of sixteen 
should be served or supplied with liquor in 
any circumstances, and that the sender of a 
juvenile under that age, as a messenger to 
obtain liquor, should be liable to the same 
penalties as the licensee who supplied the 
liquor. It should not, however, be forgotten—” 


and here is one of many great points— 


‘that this might prove a serious interference 
with pareostal discretion and the convenience 
of working men. Levislation in this direction 
should only be undertaken after the fullest 
discussion with those best qualitied to- »eak 
for them, otherwise strong reaction of opinion 
nught foliow. In Scotland it is an offence to 
supply children under fourteen for their own 
consumption, whether on or off the premises. 


Now here you have a direct finding by 
the Royal Commission, that the parent 
or guardian or sender of a juvenile 
under the age of sixteen should be 
liable to the same penalties as the licensee 
who supplies the liquor, and it also adds 
that this might prove a serious interter- 
ence with the convenience of the working 
man, and legislation in this direction 
should only be undertaken after the 
fullest) discussion with the working 
classes themselves. I am = sure of one 
thing, that there is not one single petition 
signed by artisans and working men only 
who have ever agreed to allow their 
liberties to be taken away by such a Bill 
as this. There is also a very curious 
omission—I presume it was a fault in 
drawing Clause 2 in this Bill. It pre- 
vents the license holder from. selling 
any description of intoxicating liquor to 
any person apparently under the age ot 
sixteen for consumption either on or off 
the premises, but in this penal clause it 
does not say that a messenger under that 
age may not be sent. [| suppose the 
backers of this Bill are so much alive to 
the folly of it that in the penal clause it 
makes no such statement, and it is not 
until Clause 4 that any mention is made 
of a messenger, and that for Scotland 
only. In this penal clause (Clause 2) it 


Major Jameson. 
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altogether omits the recommendation of 
the Royal Commission to provide the 
only safeguard possible—namely, that 
similar penalties should also be imposed 
upon those who send the children 
knowing them to be under age. 

In speaking of the Act of 1886 the Royal 
Commission stated— 


‘It should, however, be remembered that 
the above-named Act (49 and 50 Vict. ¢. 56) 
was passed after a considerable debate in 1886. 
In the original Bill, Parliament was then 
invited to prohibit the ‘off’ sale to children 
under thirteen years of age, but deliberately 
refused the words ‘for consumption on the 
premises by any person under such age as 
aforesaid’ “being inserted. — It, therefore, 
appears that as “recent ly as 1886 Parliament 
considered the proposal to forbid the serving 
of child messengers a serious interference with 
the parental discretion and the convenience of 
working men. Legislation in this direction, 
therefore, should only be undertaken after the 
fullest discussion with those best qualified to 
speak for the class affected, otherwise a strong 
reaction of opinion might follow.” 


Now, even if there has been an increase 
in drunkenness amongst children, I say 
that if you interfere with the parental 
discretion and convenience of the working 
men you must put a similar penalty upon 
them as you do on the holders of licences. 
I defy any hon. Member to go down to hi 
constituency and obtain 90 per cent. ot 
the working men to agree to this House 
placing such a_ restriction on theil 
liberty. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast 
S.): L will be very happy to do it at any 
time. 


Major JAMESON: I would like to 
point out tothe House the practical effects 
which this Bill would have if passed into 
law. In the first place no boy under 
sixteen could be employed by any licensee. 
On this point the Commissioners say 


“Such a veto upon their employment in the 
licensed trade would be a serious loss to 
the parents and guardians of children, for such 
apprentices and messengers receive generally 
higher wages than in other trades and oecupa- 
tions. And to the boys themselves it would 
seriously affect their prospects in life, and con- 
siderably extend their apprenticeship.” 


Now, it may be interesting to the House 
to know what the boys are, at present 
employed as messengers, who would be 
turned out of employment. In the first 
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place it would abolish hotel page-boys. 
In public-houses and restaurants it would 
prevent boys (it may be the publicans’ own 
children) from being employed as servants 
or messengers, 
delivering refreshments to customers, 
and so invidiously restrict the age of 
boys being employed. At railway sta- 
tions it would prevent boys from carrying 
refreshments to railway carriages. At 
golf course and similar places it would 
prevent boys from acting as messengers 
for golfers and obtaining luncheon and 
refreshment for them. I wish very 
much the First Lord of the Treasury 
were here; heis a great authority on 
the golf course, and | am sure the 
House would not like to prevent him 
having his whisky and soda after 
making one of those magnificent strokes 
of his in a match. Again, grocers 
and wine merchants, while they would 
be allowed to employ a boy for delivering 
groceries, could not employ him for 
delivering liquor, though corked and 
sealed, and this would prevent the appren- 
ticeship and training of boys to a trade 
ata suitable age. It is not suggested that 
boys or girls should be prevented from 
acting as messengers in the drug or che- 
mical trade, though spirits form an 
important item in the preparation of 
these goods. Wines and spirits sold by 
wine merchants and licensed grocers and 
delivered by messengers are in corked 
and sealed bottles or in barrels; and, 
apart from the serious inconvenience to 
the traders, no reason can be alleged for 
prohibiting shopboys from delivering 
sealed bottles any more than tinned 
goods. Such a statutory provision would 
handicap such merchants by depriving 
them of the service of youths who con- 
stitute a large proportion of their shop 
assistants and vanmen, and so give 
unlicensed traders an advantage. And 
yet while you exclude all these unfortu- 


nate boys from sixteen downwards and , 


turn them out of their employment, a 
page-boy in a elub, or in a bogus club, 
would not be prevented from serving, nor 
would it prevent these clubs from supply- 
ing the children of the members. The 
present law enables a working man who 
is a member of a bona fide club to have a 
share in the distribution of liquor sold 
therefrom. What is to prevent him 
from giving an order te the steward or 
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caretaker, or manager, say for half a 
gallon of beer, which would be fetched by 
his children, even of very tender age, at 
some time during the day ? 

Another serious evil would arise 
if children are not allowed to be used 
as messengers by hard-working parents. 
The mothers will not themselves go to 
the public-house ; several of them will 
undoubtedly club together, buy these gal- 
lon jars of beer, and in this way drunken- 
ness amongst females, which is at present 
the bane of the country, will be increased 
to a most alarming extent, so that the 
remedy would in this case be far worse 
than any of the evils alleged to be caused 
by the serving to children under the 
present system. 

And now as regards the existing law. 
In the greater majority of licensed houses, 
both in England and Ireland, there is a 
bottle and jug department where no 
drinking goes on, and where the children 
cannot mix with those who are drinking 
at the bar. There is nothing in this 
Bill about licensed There 
is nothing to prevent, and rightly 
so, their supplying intoxicants in quart 
bottles to children, while your licensed 
victualler is absolutely excluded from 
doing so. You are in reality making 
your license holder usurp the place of a 
parent or guardian, and making him 
responsible, and not even dividing the 
responsibility with the parent and the 
guardian in question. I presume the 
introducers of this Bill dare not ask 
the working men and artisans who are 
their constituents to deliberately penalise 
themselves, and so, in an underhand 
way, by placing the penalty on the 
license holder they have placed a re- 
striction which their constituents would 
not endure on the working man and on 
the artisan. I defy the honourable 
Members who support this Bill to show 
me a single petition wholly signed by 
artisans and working men in favour of 
this restriction of their liberties. 

And now let us turn to how penal- 
ties have been placed on parents as regards 
the employment of their children in 
shops, factories, and workshops, and also 
on those whose children sell newspapers. 
The following are a few examples :— 

16, sees. 83-84 (the 


grocers. 


“ (I) 41 Vie., cap. 


Factory and Workshop Act, 1878) makes it an 
offence for the parent of a young person under 
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age to allow, contrary to the Act, the youth to | 
be employed in a factory or workshop ; and it | 
is also an offence if the oceupier of a factory or 
workshop employs such young person; but it 
is a good defence to both the parent and the 
occupier if they prove that the offence was 
committed without their knowledge, consent, 
or connivance. Section 87 provides that the 
occupier, on being charged with that offence, 
may charge the actual offender, and have him 
taken before the Court. The same section 
empowers the Inspector to proceed against the 
person whom he believes to be the actual 
offender. (II.) Public performances. —42 and 
43 Vic., cap. 34, sec. 3, makes it an offence for 
any person to cause any child under 14 to 
to take part in any public performance. It is 
also an offence for the parent or guardian of ; 
such child to aid or abet the person causing 
such child to perform. (III.) Singing, selling, 
performing, begging. —55 and 56 Vie., eap. 41, 
sec. 2 makes it offence for (a) any person 
causing or procuring, and (b) any _ per- 
son having the custody or care of the 
child, allowing the child — being a boy 
under 14 or a girl under 16—to be in any 
public place or premises for begging, under the 
pretence of singing or offering anything for 
sale, etc. It is also an offence for a person to 
cause or procure, or, having the custody or care 
of the child, to allow it (under aforesaid age) 
to be on any licensed premises for the sale of 
liquor for the purpose of performing for profit, 
or offering anything for sale between 9 p.m. and 
6 a.m. It is, further, an offence to cause or 
procure a child under the age of 16, or on one 
having the custody or care of it, to allow the 
child to be in any place for being trained as an 
acrobat, contortionist, or performer, or in any 
exhibition which in its nature is dangervus. 
(1V.) Selling Newspapers. —55 and 56 Vie., cap. 
55, see. 276 prohibits any child under 12 from 
selling newspapers who has not obtained a 
license and a badge from the magistrates. 
Nor ean such child sell after nine o’clock at 
night. The parents or guardians of the child 
who knowingly sutler such child to vend news- 
papers are liable to a penalty. And any 
person supplying such child with newspapers, 
knowing it to be under 12, that has no licence, 
is liable to a penalty. (V.) Shop hours.—58 
Vie., cap. 5, sec. 10. (The Shop Hours Acts, 
1895) provides that the young persons under 
that Act (/.¢., under the age of 18) does not 
include such young persons who are members 
of the family dwelling on the premises or any 
house attached. That provision should be 
applied to this Bill, so as to exclude from it 
children who are messengers of the family of 
the licensee.” 


In Ireland in our trade, which is well 
conducted, in the greater part of the shops 
in which liquor is dispensed, groceries 
are also sold, and surely it is a monstrous 
law that would prevent a boy or girl of 
fifteen years of age buying wines or 
spirits for their parents at the same 
time that they buy tea and bread. [ 
do not believe that you can show a single 
instance where young persons under the 


Mujor Jameson, 
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age of sixteen, acting as messengers, 
have been found under the influence of 
drink while they were being used as 
messengers by their parents. My hon. 
friend says that they are in Seotland 
ahead of England and Ireland. They 
are ahead of us in drunkenness, for I find 
that the liquor bill per head in Scotland 
is £4 10s., and only £2 14s. in Ireland ; 
and yet the Licensing(Scotch) Act of 1897 
made the age fourteen, whereas in Ireland 
and in England the age is thirteen, so up 
to the present it has had no effect in Scot- 
land on sobriety. That shows how use- 
less these restrictions are, and how every 
restriction increases drunkenness — in 
every possible way. I cannot believe 
that the Government will lend them- 
selves to piecemeal legislation, or that 
any Government worthy of the nai 
will allow a few private Members to 
decide what are the results of the Royal 
Commission, and to snatch the passing 
of an Act, which is contrary to the finding 
even of that Commission, by a_ Bill 
founded upon false sentiment and upon 
sham. 

Let the Government consider for a 
moment the enormous number of extra 
police they would require to what they 
have at present in order to really carry 
out this law. You would want pretty 
nearly one policeman to every public- 
house, in fact, the question of the number 
ot police reminds me rather of a riddle 
which I will give to the House, as it ex- 
plains what would happen under this 
Licensing Bill. It is this. If you took 
up one of the square paving stones 
opposite to the Members’ entrance of 
the House of Commons from West- 
minster Square and sowed it with barley, 
what would come up? The answer is, A 
policeman ; and that is precisely what 
would have to come up opposite the door 
of every public- house in the United 
Kingdom. I will ask this House and 
Government not to consent to pass this 
Bill, which cannot be fully, freely, and 
fairly discussed on a Wednesday atfter- 
noon. It is a question entirely for the 
Government when they should bring in a 
Licensing Bill, and say what restrictions 
should be placed upon the trade and upon 
the working classes of this country. 
They are responsible for restrictions being 
passed on the working classes. They 
are responsible that no undue restriction 
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should be placed on the habits and cus- 
toms of our people ; and it would be most 
unfair to legislate in this matter, without 
the fullest inquiry, and without  con- 
sidering the wishes of the people, and the 
facts and circumstances of the case, by 
allowing a meddlesome and bungling 
Bill like this that is before us to-day 
to be passed into law. 

I see on the back of this Bill several 
Members whose names always appear on 
such measures. Of course the Member for 
South Belfast. and all those temperance 
Members who are associated with him are 
ever ready to make remarks hurtful and 
galling to those who do not entirely 
agree with them on this subject of tem- 
perance and of religion. The hon. 
Gentleman will not allow any good to be 
in the thoughts of those who differ with 
him. My friends and colleagues who sit 
with me on these benches have good 
reason to know that. and the slights 
that he always places on their religion : 
and those connected with the trade have 
similar reasons for disliking any measure 
of the kind being placed upon us at his 
hidding. I entreat the House not to be 
carried away by this sham and_ false 
sentiment, not to allow piecemeal legisla- 
tion of this sort to be imposed upon us. 
| adhere to the fact that the licensed 
trade. as a whole, is conducted in an 
honest and honourable manner. I my- 
self have no interest in any licensed house 
in the three kingdoms. and. although 
some of those whose names are on the 
Bill may not allow it, I have as much 
interest in the future and the welfare 
of the children of this country as they or 
anybody else ; 
in saving that this Bill will be of no use to 
them. See that the children are properly 
housed, fed, and edueated, do not make 
a mystery of drink and even of the 
terrible results to them of excess, and, 
believe me, without this arbitrary inter- 
ference of the liberty of the subject, our 
youths will grow up as they ought— 
sober, honest, and industrious—without 
laws being made for them by faddists 
and by people of extreme notions. 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
second the motion of my hon. friend for 
the rejection of this Bill. I think a 
sufficient case has not been made out for 
the Bill by the hon. Members who have 
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moved and seconded the Second Reading. 
They ask us to accept the Bill after a very 
short explanation as to its nature. On 
the face of it, the Bill appears to be a 
very small affair, but when closely ex- 
amined it is found to be very wide- 
reaching in its consequences. The Bill 
is headed “ Sale of Intoxicating Liquors 
to Children Bill.” I, for one, am as 
strong as any man for preventing the 
sale of intoxicating liquors to children, 
but I say that the machinery provided in 
this Bill will not accomplish this object. 
As my hon. friend has pointed out, this 
Bill conflicts to a large extent with the 
report of the Peel Commission, which 
did not propose that the penalties should 
be confined to the publican, but which 
said that the parent or guardian respon- 
sible for having sent the child for drink 
should be punished as well as the publican, 
Under the licensing law at present, in 
questions relating to the bona fide tra- 
veller or to persons found on premises 
after hours, the person who gets the 
drink is just as liable to punishment as 
the person who supplies the drink. — It 
a child is found to go to a public-house 
it is easy to trace the parent or guardian 
who sent it, and to punish that parent 
or guardian. It appears to me that one 
of the objects of the Bill is to treat the 
licensed trader as if he were a public 
outcast. as if he were some person outside 
the law. who is to get no consideration or 
merey, and, no matter what happens, is 
always supposed to be a sinner. I do not 
think that is a fair or prudent thing to do, 
If children have been led into drinking 
habits or into vice by being sent into 
public-houses there are other remedies. 
Why not send them to industrial or 
reformatory They do it in 
Ireland. where the children then 


schools? 


get a proper chance of starting in 
life. If a parent allows his child 


to get into habits of drink. it should be 
taken from him and sent to an industrial 
school, and the parent made to contribute 
to the support of the child. We have 
been told that the Peel Commission 
reported in favour of the proposals oft 
this Bill, but beeause a Royal Commission 
has reported in favour of the principle 


‘of a Bill. it does not follow that this House 


should accept it without any further dis- 
cussion. I ask hon. Gentlemen opposite 
who are in favour of this Bill--some of 








- 


87 Sule of Tntovricating 


~~ 


them from Ireland—do they treat every 
Commission with the same respect as the 
Peel Commission?) Do they treat the 
Financial Relations Commission with the 
same respect as they wish to treat certain 
portions of the Report of the Peel Com- 
mission! | say they do not, and it is 
absurd tor them to ask us to treat the 
Peel Commission in a different manner 
from what they treat the Financial Rela- 
tions Commission. 

1 take the special objection to the Bill 
that it is extended to Ireland. If there 
is any necessity for it in England or Scot- 
land, let it be confined to these countries, 
and I would not object. The English and 
Scotch people should be left to legislate 
on social questions of this kind for them- 
selves ; but the legislation should not be 
made applicable to Ireland unless there is 
a strong case made out tor it in Lreland. 
The hon. Member for South Belfast. who 
seems to claim a monopoly of all the 
Christian virtues, taunts us as if we were 
committing the untorgivable sin because 
we object to this Bill being adopted for 
Ireland. | object to the Bill being ex- 
tended to Ireland on the ground that 
there is not a sufficient demand from the 
people of Lreland for it. and that no suft- 
cient case has been made out forit. In my 
capacity as a pressman I have attended 
courts covering nearly a fourth of the 
counties of Ireland. and I have never seen 
a case coming up in any court of Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction, or any other court, 
which in any way required legislation 
such as is brought forward by this Bill. 
In any case where a child has been led 
into depravity it is dealt with under the 
Industrial Schools Act or the Reforma- 
tories Act. What will be the effect of 
penal and coercive legislation of this kind. 
It will lead to hypocrisy on the part of 
the people affected, and to corruption on 
the part of the police into whose hands 
the administration of the Act will be 
placed. | know that Acts of this kind 
are applied in Ireland according to the 
politics and religion of certain people. — I 
believe you might search through six or 
seven counties in Ireland, and you would 
not get in twelve months six cases to 
which this Bill would apply. Why, 
then, for the sake of six cases in a 
twelvemonth should you hamper hun- 
dreds of respectable people?) Why 
should we pass a law which might be 
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used as an engine of tvranny and oppres- 
sion against Nationalists! Why are 
Nationalist publicans to be worried by 
the police who have a spite against them ? 
| know something of how the licensing 
laws are administered in Ireland. 
know that certain publicans can break 
these laws as they like. They under- 
stand how by indirect methods to 
affect the people who are 
with the administration of the law, 
The result is that one 
ean break the law and another class of 
men who do not come up to the police 
requirements are hampered in their work. 
I maintain that if this Bill is applied to 
Ireland it will enable the Royal Irish 
Constabulary to worry and _— harass 
publicans who are Nationalists, and in 
some districts publicans who are Catho 
lies. No justification has been offered 
for introducing this Bill or for making 
it apply to Treland. 


charged 


class ot Men 


Then, I contend that the heading ot 
the Bill, “* Sale of Intoxicating Liquors 
to Children,” is an attempt to intimidate 
this House. That is an old trick. | 
remember some sessions ago the ** Ver 
minous Persons Bill.” Several members 
objected to it because of its repulsive 
title, and successfully blocked it. The 
title in this ease is meant to frighten 
opposition away, and that if vou object 
to its machinery or its details you can 
be taunted, ** Oh, you are for making little 
children drunkards! [ think that if this 
Bill were carried it would have a very 
serious effect on the rural districts ot 
Ireland. There is not sufficient popula- 
tion there to enable a man to run a 
public-house, as in England, and 
accordingly the publican combines many 
other avocations. He sometimes sells 
drapery, and often groceries. In the 
summer time, in the harvest time ot 
the year, when people are engaged in 
their work in the fields, and it is of vital 
importance to the farmers to watch for 
every hour of sunshine, and to be on the 
land in order that they may harvest 
their crops, they cannot go themselves 
away from their work, and they have to 
send into the small towns for their sup- 
plies of provisions and groceries, and so 
forth, and they have to send _ their 
children. If this Bill is passed and 
applied to Ireland the effect will be that 
a farmer who is unable to leave his land 
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will not be able to send his child, as he 
does at present, for his provisions and 
groceries if the man with whom he deals 
has a licensed house. That would be a 
most intolerable state of things ; 
aman has a licence to sell drink, although 
the greater part of his business may be 
the sale of provisions and groceries, a 
child under sixteen cannot be served, 
and as a consequence a farmer cannot 
send his child to fetch his supplies. 


because 


Me. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.) dis- 
sented. 


*Mr. TULLY : My hon. friend suggests 
that the 
illustrate would not occur. 


endeavoured to 
I am afraid 


case | have 
he has not read the Bill, and gone into all 
the details ; 
that the case I illustrate is just the case 
that would be likely to occur, and the 


if he had he would have seen 


police in Ireland, if they had a grudge 
against a man holding a licence, because 
he happened to be a member of the 
United Irish League, or because he was 
a supporter of it, would have another 
opportunity given them to wrong him. 
We know how they apply every techni- 


eality of the law, and twist them in order 


to persecute, injure, and often ruin men 
against whom they have a grudge. If 
this Bill passes and is applied to Ireland 
in its present form, we shall put a new 
weapon into the hands of the constabu- 
lary to persecute the people. By Clause 
lit is an offence for children to be 
seen near a public-house. 


Mr. JORDAN: No, no. 


*Mr. TULLY: Hon. Gentlemen on 
this side of the House seem to me to be 
as intolerant as hon. Gentlemen opposite 
I object to this Bill because, it is in my 
opinion, an interference with the per- 
sonal liberty of the people. [Loud 
laughter.}| Hon. Gentlemen who scoff 
at my proposition have not done me the 
honour to listen fully to the arguments I 
have tried to adduce in support of it. I 
was arguing that a farmer could not 
send his child to the village. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 1 


must warn the hon. Member against 
tedious repetition of his arguments. 


*Mr. TULLY: One of the effects of 
this Bill will be that a publican will not 
be able to employ about his house a 
child under sixteen years of age. He 
may not employ him as a messenger lest 
he should deliver drink. There never 
was such a dearth of servants in Ireland 
as at the present time, and if you make it 
penal for a man who has a public-house, 
and who combines with that other trades, 
to employ a boy of under sixteen years 


of age—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! There 
is nothing in the Bill about a publican 
not employing a boy. 


*Mr. TULLY: Very well, Mr. Speaker, 
[ will not further occupy the time of the 
House except to say I support the motion 
of my hon. friend below me who has 
moved the rejection of the Bill. The 
Bill, in my opinion, is brought forward 
by the well paid officials of the tempe- 
rance leagues from which it emanates. 
The public opinion of which we have 
heard is not true public opinion but a 
machine made opinion. The Bill, in my 
opinion, is a direct interference with the 
rights of the people, and so far as Ireland 
is concerned it is not necessary, and I 
shall vote against the Second Reading. 


Amendment proposed, to leave out 
the word * now,” and at the end of the 
Question to add the words “ upon this 
day six months.”—(.Va jor Jameson.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth): This measure, I imagine, is one 
which at first sight everybody would be 
disposed to support ; nobody would de- 
liberately oppose a measure aiming at 
the suppression of intemperance ; 
especially one which deals as this does 


X 
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with the case of children, and there- 
fore I feel a little unwilling to appear 
as a critic of a measure having so 
much good in it. I do not associate 
myself with the sweeping condemnations 
which have fallen from hon. Members 
on the other side of the House, but it 
seems to me that in this measure that 
which is practical is overshadowed by 
that which is sentimental. The Bill goes 
too far. It is founded on two fallacies: 
one, that all children are presumptive 
or at all events potential drunkards, 
and the other that all public-houses are 
dens of vice. First of all I may say that 
all working men—the class tor the pro- 
tection of whom this Bill is brought for- 
ward—are entitled to have and will have 
theirbeer to drink withtheir dinner. With 
all due deference to the hon. Baronet 
the Member for North-West Man- 
chester, [ say it is the universal practice 
of the working men of this country 
to drink beer with their dinner, and my 
point is this, that there is not essentially 


any more harm in a child going to fetch | 


the parents beer than going to fetch 
the parents’ food—— 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Would you send your own child? 
That is the test. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS: Hon. 
Members who have not forgotten their 
Dickens will remember—particularly in 
the Christmas Carol—the reference made 
to the familiar practice of people send- 


ing to the bakehouse to have their 
dinners cooked: how through — bye- 


streets and lanes and numerous turnings 
the people cante carrving their dinners to 
the bakers’ shops. and my point is that it 
is not worse to fetch the beer than the 
dinner with which it is to be drunk. | 
know that there is one objection, but | 
should say that the parents in these 
classes were the first to take the greatest 
care to protect theirchildren. Inthesecond 
place I am at a loss to know where there 
is anything dreadful in a child taking 
malt liquor. [ have always understood 
that stout is a perfectly wholesome 
drink, and I see no harm in the children 
having their share of what is admittedly 


Mr. Reginal! Lucas. 
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a wholesome article. We all know that 
in the schools where we were educated 
we were allowed to drink beer before 
we reached the age of sixteen, and | 
am not aware that any of us _ ever 
suffered in consequence. 

Another solution of this difficulty is 
this. I am told it is the practice of many 
publicans to send round to their cus- 
tomers at dinner time. That may or 
may not be so, but [ do not see why 
operatives should be put to the incon- 
venience of waiting the punctuality of the 
messenger, and if their children did not 
go to fetch their beer the parents must 
go themselves, I do not see why they 
should be interfered with and interrupted 
in their duties by having to go round and 
fetch their own beer. We are told, and 
told repeatedly, that one of the greatest 
evils was the increase of intemperance 
among women, and it seems to me that if 
the mother of the family has continually 
to go to the public-house there is a great 
danger of staying there to gossip and 
taking drink. I think it is much better 
and safer for the child to go than the 
mother. 

As to the question of age, | imagine that 
is a matter to be more properly dealt with 
in Committee, but for my part | should 
say that a girl of fifteen going into a 
public-house is much less likely to come 
to harm than a young woman of nineteen 
or twenty. Of course | know that a 
child going into a public-house may run 
the risk of hearing conversation detri- 
mental to her moral well-being. but of 
this | am persuaded, that one of the 
great characteristics of the class of people 
of whom we are speaking is their tender- 
ness towards children, and | am sure 
that people finding children coming into 
a public-house to get their parents’ dinner 
heer would refrain from saying or doing 
anything that could bring any harm 
upon them. The only other observa- 
tion | would make is this, that if young 
people are forbidden to go into public- 
houses the publie-houses will take 
upon themselves a sort of charm which 
they would not otherwise 
Coming to the question of the habitual 
soaker, this Bill, in my opinion, has 
nothing but good in it. I will refrain 
from quoting individual cases which 
have come under my notice. I may 
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say that a friend of mine, a clergyman, 
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for whom I have a great regard, told | 


me that he followed a child into three 
public-houses, followed that child home, 
and found three women in a disgusting 
state of intoxication. That is a state of 
things which requires an immediate 
and certain remedy, and it is well worth 
our while to try and do something to 
remedy it, but I do not know that it is 
necessary in dealing with that to go 
so far or draft such a drastic measure 
as this which is under discussion. One 
thing which I do advocate is that the 
parents should be allowed to send for 
their dinner and supper beer. Those 
are the points which | desire to bring 
before the House, and on which I am 
bound to say I think we can allow some 
license. There is one part of the Bill 
which seems to me to be unpracticable, 
and that is the liability so far as the 
publican is concerned. I do not 
how we are going to safeguard ourselves 
in a matter of this kind by the word 
“apparent,” as it is obviously impossible 
for publicans in the busy time of the 
day to make the necessary inquiries 
and investigations; it would be extremely 
ditticult for him to see if he was dealing 
with a person of fifteen or seventeen. 
Mr. Childers, in 1886, contended that 
children might be allowed to do certain 
things without any fear of corruption, 
and going into a_public-house would 
not necessarily mean going into a den 
of wickedness, and in my opinion we 
should do more good by dealing reason- 
ably with the proposals before the House 
than by attempting to pass an heroic 
measure. 


see 


*Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) : 
I desire to trespass on the indulgence 
of the House for the first time, and 
for a short time only, in order to 
the my experience 
with regard to the action first taken 
by the licensing authority of the city 
ot Liverpool, which has already been 
alluded to by my hon. friend the Member 
for North-West Manchester and, follow- 
ing immediately upon that example, 
by the Standing Joint Committee of 
the county of Chester, of which I am 
a member. They issued an instruction 


give results of 
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to the licence holders of the county 
not to serve children under fourteen 
years of age with intoxicating drink. 
In the county the proposal was met 
with the usual objections, many of 
which we have heard in this House to-day 
—the difficulties as to the age of the 
children, the hardship upon the parents, 
and the injustice to the licence holders 
were all freely aired and discussed. The 
instruction has been in force for some 
years, and at every petty sessional annual 
meeting the superintendent of the divi- 
sion reports to the magistrates the result 
of the working of that instruction 
and the number of cases in which the 


licence holders have disregarded it. 
5 
Speaking from my own experience 


as chairman of one division, I may say 
that the have been almost. nil. 
The licence holders have one and all 
freely and fully accepted the situation. 
They have behaved extremely well, 
and I am glad to say that the gloomy 
predictions of the results which would 
ensue have been proved to be nugatory, 
nothing but the best results having 
followed. I maintain that in this one 
piece of practical experience we have 
an argument in favour of the present 
Bill which is better than any amount 
of theoretical difficulties or special plead- 
ing in the opposite direction. In sup- 
porting this Bill 1 will only say that we 
ask that the action which the Liverpool 
magistrates and the authority of the 
county of Chester have taken ought to 
be made compulsory, and that the age 
should be raised from fourteen to sixteen. 
I firmly believe that if this Bill passes 
into law it will be of the greatest benefit 
not only to the children, but to the 
country generally and its future. 

I think the House will unanimously 
congratulate itself upon the hands into 
which, by the chances of the Ballot, 
the moving of the second reading of 
this Bill has fallen. We have all 
listened with the greatest interest and 
delight to the admirable speech of 
the hon. Member. I have in regard 
to that speech only one regret, and 
that is, that on account, I understand, 
of important duties in another place it 
was absolutely impossible for the Home 
Secretary to be in his place to hear it. 
I believe, however, that we have, on 


cases 


his part, something more than a mere 
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benevolent neutrality, and I trust that 
with his kindly help this Bill may be 
passed into law in the present session. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): 1 wish 
to add to the tribute paid to the hon. 
Gentleman who introduced this Bill. He 
did so in a speech, if I may say so, the 
earnestness and eloquence of which 
charmed the House, and most rightly 
evoked the sympathy of all who heard 
it. The speech had also, | think, another 
valuable quality. It was couched in 
moderate language, and whilst in the 
observations I have to offer to the House 
[ cannot attempt to rival the eloquence 
of the hon. Gentleman, I shall at least en- 
deavour to follow the precedent of modera- 
tion he set in the matter. There is not in 
any quarter of the House, so far as | 
am aware, any reluctance to recognise, or 
any fear to grapple with, the gigantic evil 
of intemperance. We all recognise that 
among the many great topics which have 
woven together into a tangled skein and 
constitute the programme of social reform 
there is none more important, none more 
intricate, and none more difficult to deal 
with than this problem of drink. The hon. 
Gentleman who moved the Bill spoke of 
the evil effects which are involved in the 
sale of drink under present conditions, 
and he spoke of those effects as tending 
to increase the amount of juvenile in- 
toxication. No figures one can quote 
on the question of juvenile intoxication 
ean be held to be satisfactory, because it 
is a terrible thing. take it even at its 
smallest figure; but there has been pre- 
sented to this House from time to time a 
statement of the extent to which juvenile 
intoxication prevails in England and 
Wales. I endeavoured, as some Members 
may remember, by a question which | 
put yesterday to elicit the corresponding 
figures for Scotland and Ireland. The 
figures for the whole of England and 
Wales in the year 1893 were 50; in 
1894, 41; in 1895, 24; in 1896, 31; 
in 1897, 26; in 1898, 44; and in 1899, 
the last year for which Returns have been 
compiled, I am glad to say the number 
has fallen to 17. With regard to Ireland 
we were told yesterday by the Chief 
Secretary that the figures last year were 
only 8. Whilst we may admit that even 


Mr. Tomkinson. 
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these figures are extremely unpleasant, 
yet the evil, so far as juvenile intoxica- 
tion is concerned, is not one so gigantic 
as to eall for the extreme and drastic 
measure now before the House. 


The Bill is, as the hon. Gentleman who 
introduced it observed, no stranger to 
the House. I dare say he was present, 
as I was myself, on that memorable 
evening last year when, by the almost 
unanimous consent of the House, the 
Bill was read a second time.* It will 
be remembered that on that occasion one 
or two suggestions were made. I am 
sorry that the promoters of this Bill did 
not avail themselves in the interval 
which has elapsed since last June to earry 
out some of those suggestions and incor- 
porate them in their Bill, for had they 
done so I think their Bill would have 
met with a very favourable reception on 
the whole, and [ do not anticipate that 
there would have been any fear or risk 
but that the main portion would have 
become law. But they have not done so. 
The Bfll as it stands to-day before us is 
substantially and practically the same Bill 
as that which was introduced last March, 
and which passed the Second Reading in 
June. Therefore, I think it is very 
desirable to press upon the promoters of 
the Bill once again some suggestions and 
alterations for its improvement. | do so 
in no hostile spirit to the principle of the 
measure. No one who has taken, as | 
have done for some years, an interest 
in the welfare of the children of London 
ean fail to wish to do all that is prae- 
ticable to remove from them every sort 
of temptation and every risk of contami- 
nation, as far as it is possible to do so. 

The hon. Gentleman, in introducing 
the Bill, made one statement which | 
was very glad to hear. He said he did 
not wish to penalise the publican, and by 
that statement | think he meant that 
he wanted the Bill to work fairly towards 
the publican who would honestly try to 
carry out the law if this change should 
be placed on the Statute-book. But if 
that is so—and I do not doubt that the 
statement of the hon. Gentleman is 
correct—why have not the promoters of 
this Bill taken the precaution which 





* For the debate on this occasion see Zhe 
Parliamentary Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. 
Ixxx., page 517. 
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was taken in the Bill of 1886% In the 
discussion of the Bill it was pointed 
out that it was exceedingly difficult for 
wu publican, the holder of a licence, to 
arrive at anything like an accurate 
estimate of the age of a person applying 
to him to be supplied with liquor, and 
we know that it is very difficult. We 
read every day in the newspapers of 
boys under age who enlist in the Army ; 
and if a recruiting sergeant, with all 
the leisure and opportunity necessary 
for arriving at a sound conclusion, so 
frequently makes a mistake, is it to be 
a matter of wonder if a publican who 
is serving liquor should find a difficulty 
in arriving at an accurate estimate of 
the age of the person applying to him ? 
That was brought before the House 
very strongly, and it was pressed from 
both sides in the debate on the Bill in 
1886. and as a result the Attorney 
General of that day, the late Lord Russell 
of Killowen, introduced the words, 
“knowingly serves.” It was a very 
valuable safeguard to prevent harsh and 
inequitable use being made of the law, 
and it was a safeguard which the Royal 
Commission in dealing with the Bill 
expressly laid down. In the Report of 
the majority they expressly use the 
word “ knowingly”: and the minority 
in their Report, I believe, also use that 
word. I sincerely hope that the hon. 
Gentleman, who tells us he does not 
wish to penalise the publican, will take 
good care at some later stage of the Bill 
to see that the word “ knowingly ” is 
inserted. [ should have hoped for that 
with stronger confidence had it not been 
tor the speech of the hon. Baronet the 
Member for North-West Manchester. 
He said this Bill was not a piece of hasty 
legislation. Well, 1 quite agree with 
him that it is not hasty in the sense that 
it has been here before, but, like the 
Bourbons, the promoters seem to have 
forgotten nothing and learned nothing. 

There are many points in connection 
with this Bill which will call for closer 
examination at the hands of this House 
when the Bill passes the Second Reading. 
There is, in the first place, the question 
of the extent to which this evil can be 
really remedied by legislation. When 
the Bill had passed the Second Reading 


last year, I went down to the East End | 
f London, to a district which I was. 
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representing on the London School 
Board, in order to see for myself the 
working of this child messenger business. 
I went down to a very poor part of 
London called Bow Common Lane, and 
I asked a publican there to give me 
leave to stand near the bar during the 
dinner hour in order to observe what 
took place. Well, nothing very dreadful 
happened. There was a separate depart- 
ment called the “ Jug and Bottle En- 
trance,” and from ten minutes past 
twelve to, roughly speaking, half-past 
twelve, I suppose, some fifty or sixty 
people entered that bar and were served 
with beer. One person took the two- 
pences and pitched them into the till 
and another person served the beer. 
People of all ages came. I recognised 
some of the brightest and most pro- 
mising boys in the school of which I 
was in charge. They came in and paid 
twopence and went out again. Boys 
and girls of all ages—of school age, at 
all events—a few women, and still tewer 
men came in. There was nothing to 
contaminate a child in doing that, and 
I cannot but think that the promoters 
of this Bill would have done wisely to 
have, at all events, introduced some 
scheme for limiting the hours during 
which their measure was to apply, be- 
cause, after all, what the House of Com- 
mons wants to do, and what I think 
the country expects us to do, is that 
we should save the children as far as 
possible from contamination, while in- 
flicting a minimum of inconvenience on 
the publican, and dealing justly and 
equitably with all the parties concerned. 
I do not think it will be contended that 
the sale of beer over the counter from 
twelve to two o'clock in a compartment 
specially reserved and set apart for such 
sales is an operation that tends to con- 
taminate children. It has been stated 
also that children are in the habit of 
sipping the beer while conveying it to 
their homes. I am inclined to doubt 
that statement. I have made some 
inquiry and obtained some testimony 
on the point. I should have thought 
myself that the average British working 
man coming home to his dinner and 
sending his boy to fetch a pint of ale 
and having to pour out that ale would 
see if there was an insufficient quantity, 
and if there was he would apply such a 
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rough and ready method of dealing 
with the boy as would prevent the 
repetition of the offence. Il very much 
doubt whether the offence referred to 
by the hon. Member for West Clare is 
one which could be indulged in to a 
large extent by the juvenile class without 
personal consequences to themselves. 


I think the promoters of the Bill would 
have done well to consider the conveni- 
ence of that section of parents who do 
send their children to the public-house 
for dinner beer. We are legislating for 
a class to which we do not belong, and 
is there not a risk that in this legislation, 
however good and sympathetic and 
kind, we may be acting on imperfect 
and inaccurate information! In the 
next place I think the promoters of this 
Bill should have considered this question 
of the hours. The hon. baronet the 
Member for North-West Manchester spoke 
in terms of reprobation and indignation 
of the action of those drunken parents 
who send their children to fetch drink 
from the public-house in order to minister 
to their own vice. The hon. Baronet 
would, [am sure, be the last man to say 
that the majority of parents who send 
their children into licensed premises to 
obtain liquor are drunken or dissolute. 
They are ordinary, everyday, average 
people. 1 would venture to say that in 
the average the person who sends his 
child to the public-house to teteh liquor 
is Just as fond of that child, and just as 
eager for the welfare of that child, as any 
one of us sitting on these benches. 
Humanity is neither wholly good nor 
wholly bad. You must take it in the 
average. We cannot sately deal with 
abnormal cases by a Bill of this kind. 
This a Bill for dealing with the normal 
parent, and it is the normal case we have 
to consider. A terrible catalogue re- 
corded in a newspaper—I think it was 
the Daily News—has been circulated 
amongst Members ot Parliament, and 
those cases are terrible enough. If it be 
possible by legislation to deal with those 
cases, in God's name let us do it, but this 
Bill will not help those cases. If the 
House passes the Second Reading of this 
Bill—and I am inclined to hope that it 
will—is it prepared to say that, subject 
toa certain age, it is unwise to send young 
people to the public-houses ! That is the 


Mr. Flower. 


{COMMONS} 
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It is a broad principle, and it 
is intended to be app‘icable not merely 
to the abnormal circumstance of the in- 
temperate and vicious home, but applic- 
able to the average everyday life of the 
working classes. That being so, let us 
unite to make this Bill effective. Let us 
remove from it those sources of, I think, 
needless inconvenience to the community, 
and see how far it is possible to make the 
Bill useful and practical as an everyday 
working measure in social life. 

I have touched on the question of hours. 
Let me touch next on what seems to me of 
almost equal importance, and that is the 
circumstances and the conditions under 
which drink is retailed. Many speeches 
which have been made not only here but 
in the country on this question seem to 
lump in one category all classes of licensed 
premises. They select the flaring  gin- 
palace in our great city, with its sources 
of temptation, and they speak of other 
places as if they were open to the same 
criticism and the same charges to which, 
I fear, some of the flaring haunts of evil 
are open. But we know it is not so. 
We know that there are many quiet and 
respectable houses, and that the great 
majority of the license holders use their 
licenses wisely and well. Remember 
that they hold their licences on very frail 
tenure indeed, endeavouring to conduct 
their business in such a way as to merit the 
respect of the community. There is a 
great danger, I think, when we come to 
legislate on these matters, of looking upon 
the flaring gin palace and forgetting the 
other places of popular resort and re- 
freshment which hold licenses under 
similar conditions, and which would be 
affected alike by the operation of the Bill. 
I fully agree that there can be nothing 
more unhappy to witness than to see a 
little child pushing through a crowd of 
people round a bar late at night to obtain 
liquor for his parents or those who have 
sent him. I should be inclined to say 
that we can do nothing better than to limit 
the sale of liquor to children strictly and 
solely to those premises which are pro- 
vided with a separate exit and entrance 
for the sale of such liquor. That is a 
definite and clear proposition. If a 
licence holder was willing to provide such 
accommodation I would be inclined to 
allow him to supply liquor. 
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The Report of the Royal Commission 
touches upon another matter which | 
think goes to the root of this evil. I 
am referring to the Report of the 
majority which is to be found on 
page 19. The Report states that 
similar penalties to those imposed on the 
publicans who serve children under age 
should also be imposed on those who 
send children knowing them to be under 
age. I have dealt with the word ** know- 
ingly” as it affects the publican. Now 
we come to the question of the parent 
who, knowing the child to be under age 
—I suppose the parent is perhaps of all 
people best qualified to judge—sends him 
for liquor. On this point the Minority 
Report does not express any opinion, 
Opinions have been expressed that it 
would be exceedingly difficult to obtain 
their conviction, and that it would natur- 
ally be a paintul process the putting of 
children into the witness-box to give 
evidence against their parents or guar- 
dians. That would be a very painful 
state of things, but it is a condition of 
things that prevails from day to day in 
eases affecting cruelty committed on 
children. But would it be necessary 1 
The production of a birth certificate 
would be evidence of the guilt or inno- 
cence of the parent of the child, and is it 
right for us to make a law imposing a 
penalty upon the publican, who cannot 
know the age accurately, and who at the 
best has to judge and guess—and the 
penalties on him must in their cumula- 
tive results inevitably entail the loss of 
his licence—while we let the parent off 
scot tree? If a parent made up his mind 
to defy the House of Commons and the 
law, he could send his boy to a publie- 
house one day and to another next day, 
and the holders of the licences would in 
turn be fined, and the parent would go 
scot free all the while. I do not think 
that is in accordance with the sense of 
equity and justice which ought to govern 
our decisions when a law of that kind 
lsmade. Punish the publican if he breaks 
the law, but punish the parent also, who 
Is more responsible than the publican 
for the breach of the law. I press that 
point most strongly upon the promoters 
of the Bill. At all events, the same 


measureot punishment should beawarded 
to each. 
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I now come to another matter, and that 
is with regard to the age. I want to ask 
the promoters of this Bill to consider 
whether the age of fourteen or fifteen 
would not be a safer age than that pro- 
posed in the Bill. | Cries of “* Committee.” 
My hon. friends opposite say ‘ Com- 
mittee.’ I quite agree that these are 
Committee points. but they are points 
which have been again and again brought 
before the notice of the promoters of the 
Bill. This is not a hastily drawn measure, 
but it is the calm and deliberate con- 
clusion of those interested in the Bill, 
and it is their fault and not mine if I 
have to reiterate once more arguments 
and suggestions with which they are 
already familiar. I would respectfully 
suggest that the age here fixed is too 
high. It is dangerously near the limit 
at which the children can obtain liquor 
for themselves. It is a very undesirable 
meeting of two periods, and the promoters 
would do well to reduce the age to four- 
teen or fifteen years. 

We have heard a good deal about the 
Committee stage of the Bill. Hon. Mem- 
bers opposite have cried ‘ Committee, 
Committee” when points of objection 
have been taken. May I appeal to them 
to let the Committee be a Committee 
of the whole House ? The Bill applies to 
England, Scotland, Wales, and Ireland, 
and I think the House has no more 
profitable or useful way of employing 
its Wednesday afternoons after Whit- 
suntide than in its collective capacity, 
sitting as a Committee and making this 
Bill, which contains in it a principle of 
much good,a useful and practical measure 
which should inflict small hardship 
upon the community and no injustice 
upon any class, and which should at the 
same time do something to safeguard 
the children of the poor from the evils 
of a too early contamination from 
association with drink. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY 
W.): In rising to address this House for 
the first time, and to support this most 
important Bill, | ask for its indulgence 
for a few moments to enable me to give 


(Limerick, 


expression to my views, as I feel very 


strongly upon the matter. The object 
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to check and prevent the evil of intempe- 
perance, which, sad to say, plays havoe 
in many a comfortable home. The 
object is to rear and educate a race of 
men into the knowledge that to be sober 
is to be free ; to recognise the faet that 
sobriety is a very great element in the 
making of their material happiness and 
prosperity; and, acting onthat conviction, 
to endeavour to attain a high moral 
standardot which a nationmay feel proud. 
I speak trom an Irish point of view 
and on behalf of every right-minded and 
hopeful person in my constituency who 
loves his country and desires to see her 
lifted up again into the proud position 
she once held. when she was recognised 
throughout the world asa great and glori- 
ous nation. The Bill is not the product 
of temperance fanatics. It is backed up 
by thousands and thousands of men, 
who, like myself, desire to see moderate 
reform in the licensing laws. and who will 
feel greatly disappointed and aggrieved 
if the Bill does not law. The 
Royal Commission were almost unani- 
mously in favour of legislation in this 
matter. They even went beyond the 
provisions ot the Bill. as they were of 
opinion that a penalty should — be 
imposed not only on the seller of 
intoxicating liquors to children under 


become 


age, but also on those who send 
the children. knowing them to be 


under age. I also am of that opinion, 
but that, | understand. is a matter for 
Committee. What did the Royal Com- 
mission say with regard to Ireland ! It 


said :— 


“Tn our opinion it is desirable that children 
under the age of sixteen should not be served 
with intoxicating liquors for consumption by 
themselves or other persons either on or off the 
premises, and that the law should thus be 
assimilated to that which we recommend for 
England. The same remark which we nave 
already made with regard to England applies 
here, namely, that great caution should he 
used in not hastily legislating in advance of 
what public opinion would sanction.” 


What is the general feeling in Lreland with 
regard to the Bill? [am gladto say the 
hon. Members for South Leitrim and West 
Clare do not speak the sentiments of the 
great majority of the Irish party. The 
Chairman and the majority of that party 
are entirely in favour of the measure, 
and, as expressing the opinion of the 


Mr. O'Shaughnessy. 
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' people of Ireland, I will read two resolu- 
tions which were unanimously adopted 
at most representative conventions. In 
February last a meeting of the National 
Temperance Conference was held in 
Dublin, at which the following resolution 
was unanimously adopted—- 
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“That this representative Conference begs 
most earnestly to urge upon the Government 
and upon Irish Members of Parliament the 
pressing necessity and importance of giving 
levislative etfect to the following recommenda- 
tions : 





amongst them being the prevention of 
the sale of intoxicating liquor to children 
under sixteen years of age. On the same 
evening, at a meeting of the Irish Associa- 
tion for the Prevention of Intemperance, 
the following resolution, on the motion 
of the Protestant Bishop of Killaloe, 
was also unanimously adopted 


‘*That this meeting, realising the grave 
evils, both physical and moral, arising from the 
employment of children as messengers to 
public-houses, and being convinced that public 
opinion in Ireland is unanimous in desiring 
that children should be safeguarded for this 
practice, calls upon the Government to pro- 
mote such legislation as will carry into effect 
the unanimous recommendations of the Royal 
Commission by prohibiting all sale of intoxi- 
cating drink to any child under sixteen years 
of age for any purpose whatever.” 


In addition to that, a great number of 
representative bodies in Ireland have 
passed resolutions in favour of the Bill, 
amongst them being the Corporation ot 
the City of Dublin. It may be argued that 
if the parents are deprived of the right 
of sending children under sixteen years 
of age to the public-houses they will send 
others who are beyond that age, or per- 
haps go themselves. Even though that 
be so, which is the greater evil ! Is it not 
that where the young plant is exposed 
to the storm the chances are that it will 
perish in the tempest, whereas the full- 
grown tree will stand a great deal of 
weather, andthough it may bend for the 
moment it will right itself if sown in good 
soil? At all events, the fault lies with 
the grown-up people themselves if they 
do not shelter themselves behind the 
ramparts of their own modesty, common- 
sense, and virtue. | unhesitatingly affirm 


(that the greatest evil exists where young 


people, whose eyes and ears are open to 
everything, whose impressions are last- 





60 


in 
ow 


rel 
Ca 
Au 
alr 
pol 
me 
an 
Tes 
hu 


Bil 


\ 
N.) 
her 
is 
you 
or 
wit 
lee 
but 
give 
liste 
of t 
con 
ving 
The 
pare 
limi 
in r 
thin 
ther 
chile 
the 
the 
Stat 
age. 
man 
hoy ( 
and 
sixte 
the | 
the } 
pare) 

doins 
the ¢ 
be d 
insist 
be se 
capri 
all. 

hegin 
ing | 
most 








In 
nal 
in 
on 


POS 
ant 
che 
ing 
da- 





of 
Ave 
sill, 


ol 


hat 
rht 
aI's 
nd 
eT- 
hat 
not 
sed 
vill 
all- 

of 
the 
vod 
ith 
1ey 
he 
on- 
rm 


ng 


st- 











605 Sale of Intoxicating 


ing. and who have not a mind of their 
own, are exposed to the temptation. Let 
us, then, in the name of God, adopt this 
remedy at once. Let us not lag behind 
Canada, New Zealand, and parts ot 
Australia, where a similar provision is 
already in force. Let us cast aside all 
political differences of opinion for the mo- 
ment in solving this great social problem, 
and act immediately for the good of our 
respective countries, as we can do in % 
humble way, by voting in favour of the 
Bill now before the House. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
N.): L suppose there are very few Mem- 
bers of the House who do not feel that it 
is an extremely undesirable thing for 
young children to frequent public-houses 
or in any way to associate themselves 
with the drinking habits of the country. 
Icertainly hold that opinion very strongly, 
but vet [am of opinion that I cannot 
give any hearty support to this Bill. | 
listened with much respect to the speeches 
of the mover and seconder, and [ must 
confess | was almost anxious to be con- 
vinced, but my opinion remains the same. 
The Bill, in the first place. limits the 
parents’ rights, and what is more, it 
limits their ability to discharge a duty 
in regard to selecting which child they 
think best to discharge a duty special to 
themselves and special to their own 
children. The State is rather to select 
the child, or at any rate it is to suggest 
the selection. Strangely enough. the 
State selects just the very worst possible 
It enters the house of a working 
man, and, laying its insensitive hand ona 
hoy of fitteen, says, “** You are not to go,” 
and then laying its hand on the girl of 
sixteen it says, “* You may go.’ Unless 
the parent is doing what is really wrong, 
the State has no right to do that. The 
parent is not doing what is wrong, he is 
doing what is relatively right in sending 
the child under sixteen ; but the law will 
be doing what is relatively wrong in 
insisting that a child over sixteen should 
he sent. The age of sixteen is the most 
capricious, difficult, and unreliable age of 
all. It is the age at which boys and girls 
begin to sow their wild oats. In board- 


age. 


ing houses in Canada it is considered 
most unwise to send children between 
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the ages of fourteen and eighteen to the 
public-house, and that sixteen is of all 
ages the worst conceivable. I admit the 
evil, but my fear and belief is that you 
are going to abolish one evil by the crea- 
tion of another of a greater and more 
serious character. You are attaching a 
special disability to the parents of the 
working classes, but | do not lay very 
great stress upon that. You are modify- 
ing the relations they have with their 
own children, but I do not lay very great 
stress upon that. | simply say that hon. 
Members here would not like to be placed 
in a similar position. The law will very 
frequently be broken. The parent and 
the child will be accomplices in breaking 
the law, and, worse still, if there is a 
prosecution the child will have to appear 
as a witness, not, it is true, against the 
parent, but against the man who supplied 
the beer. You will embitter the relations 
with the parent ; you will create ill-will, 
and that, it seems to me, is an undoubted 
objection to this Bill. If the law is 
actually obeyed, the parent will often have 
to fetch his own dinner and Sunday beer. 
Is that wise? If he has to fetch his beer 
will he not stay in the public-house to 
drink it ? and will he not drink more than 
he otherwise would? Are you notsubsti- 
tuting drinking on the premises fordrink- 
ing off the premises! Up to a certain 
point I am a friend of this Bill, and I 
have spoken to friends of the Bill about it. 
They say that this Bill is to save the 
children, and if the parent will have to go 
for his beer he must. That is a very 
superficial view. A man cannot suffer 
alone. Supposing his wife and children 
suffer with him? I would that I only 
could be punished for the wrong I have 
done, but that cannot be. My life is not 
isolated ; others are involved ; you can- 
not do the children greater harm than 
by putting temptation in the way of the 
parents. What moral right have we in 
this of all countries to say, “ You may 
send that girl of sixteen, but you may not 
send that boy of fifteen”! 1 contend 
that if this Bill passes, not only will the 
law be broken, but the law of God also. 
will be broken. The parents ought to 
use their right of selection. It may be 
quite fair to consider whether local option 
is good or whether public-houses should 
be closed at certain hours ; but it is not 


|fair to enter a working man’s house and 
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prevent that working man doing his | settle what form the subsequent stages 
bounden duty in making a selection as | should take. 


to the child he should send to the public- | 


house. That is the parents’ special 
business, it is nobody else’s business, and 
they only should discharge that duty. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : 
The speech of the hon. Member for West 
Limerick afforded the last proof that was 
wanting that this Bill is the Bill of no 
section or party. It has been advocated 
from every section of the House in a 
fashion which shows that to-day the 
House of Commons is discharging one 
of its most important duties. What- 
ever outside critics may say, upon this 
occasion we are giving or trying to give 
effect to what is obviously the drift of 
matured public opinion. In that con- 
dition of things I rise not for the pur- 
pose of addressing to the House any de- 
tailed arguments in support of the prin- 
ciple of the Bill, because upon the prin- 
ciple, I think, there has been general 
agreement even on the part of those who 
have criticised the Bill. but for the pur- 
pose of suggesting that the right hon. 
Gentleman who represents the Govern- 
ment should as soon as possible put us 
in possession of the views of the Govern- 
ment on the matter. I cannot doubt 
that those views will be friendly, and 
that they will show a disposition on the 
part of the Government to assist private 
Members to put upon the Statute-book 
what, after all, has been under considera- 
tion for a very long time, and what we 
all, or nearly all, desire to have embodied 
among our laws. It is the more neces- 
sary that we should have that expres- 
sion of views soon, because I noticed 
from the speech of the hon. Member for 
West Bradford that there may be a 
question as to the form the subsequent 
proceedings with regard to this Bill 
should take. The hon. Member threw 
out a rather ominous suggestion about 
a Committee of the whole House. To 
send the Bill to a Committee of the whole 
House instead of to its obvious place—a 
Grand Committee—would be to  stultify 
the professions of those who profess to 
be favourable to the measure. I there- 
fore hope we may soon be able to vote 
on the principle of the Bill, and then 


Mr. Middlemore. 





The hon. Member for North Birming- 
ham argued mainly upon the fact that 
the Bill proposed to take out of the hands 
of parents the right, I think he said, to 
select the child who should discharge 
what might be a family duty. The hon. 
Member comes from a city which took 
a very leading part in formulating the 
great Education Act of 1870, and if the 
State has decided one thing more defi- 
nitely than anything else in that Act with 
regard to children it is that it has the right 
to limit the powers of parents over their 
children in directing their duties when- 
ever it thinks the individual direction 
of their duties might conflict with their 
well-being. The hon. Member for West 
Bradford made a very interesting speech, 
but I must confess it was a speech which 
puzzled me very much. He expressed 
himself very decidedly in favour of the 
principle of the Bill. That did not sur- 
prise anyone who knows with what 
real zeal the hon. Member has worked 
in educational matters in London, and 
in such matters as prison reform touch- 
ing child life. But when the hon. Mem- 
ber puts uponthe Notice Paper a motion 
inviting the House to decline to proceed 
with legislation excepting upon the basis 
of imposing a punishment upon the 
parent as distinguished from the publican, 
and then further talks of a Committee 
of the Whole House, I confess I feel a 
little puzzled, and | think the hon. 
Member himself must feel a little puzzled, 
as to what the tendency of his speech 
really was. If the House is in favour 
of putting a penalty on the parent as 
well as on the seller of the liquor, I, for 
my part, do not see why it should not 
be done. It is all a question of what 
is thought best. I look upon this Bill 
as one meant not to harass either parents 
or publicans, but to develop and form 
public opinion by laying down a standard 
to which the public may be expected to 
conform. I look upon it as endeavour- 
ing to raise the standard of public opinion 
upon this matter, and to introduce a new 
practice which will preclude the evils 
with which we are only too familiar. 
Therefore any mere question of what 
should be the form of penalty, or where 
there should be this or that clause ger- 
mane to the carrying out of an object 
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upon which we are all agreed, seems to 
me to be beside the point in a Second 
Reading discussion on a Wednesday 
afternoon. The hon. Gentleman also 
referred to the absence of the word 
“knowingly.” If he had read the Bill 
he would have noticed that the pro- 
moters have provided for that very 
point, because the penalty is imposed 
upon anybody who sells to a person 
apparently under the age of sixteen. 
There must be such an appearance as 
brings home to the mind of the person 
selling the liquor a guilty knowledge. 
The very object of the word * apparently ”’ 
is to prevent an innocent man who has 
made a mistake being punished. If the 
thing can be made better in Grand Com- 
mittee it should be done. I, for my 
part, have never wished in these matters 
to pass legislation which might make 
it impossible for people to carry on a 
business which the State has authorised. 
In dealing with this question to-day, | 
think it is one of the best signs that we 
have had for a long time that, as the 
mover of the Second Reading said, the 
House has approached the temperance 
problem from a new point of view— 
from the point of view neither of attack- 
ing the liquor interest nor of refusing 
moderate measures of reform because 
larger measures are not forthcoming. 
The House seems to me to be treating 
this matter in an eminently practical 
spirit. It has taken up a great social 
question, but not in a party sense. The 
general principle has been supported 
from all sides, and I think this would 
he a convenient time to hear from the 
Government a statement of the attitude 
they are going to assume. 


*THoe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Jesse Couiixcs, Birmingham, Bordes- 
ley): L will first of all refer to the earnest 
and moderate manner in which this dis- 
cussion has been carried on, and I am not 
surprised that the House would be glad 
to know the view of the Government with 
regard to the measure. That I can give 


ina very few words. The Government 
regard this as in no sense a party measure, 
and they propose to adopt the same course 
as on a previous occasion, and to leave the 
question absolutely in the hands of the 
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House. I regret that the Home Secre- 
tary cannot be present, and still more 
regret the cause of his absence. He is 
confined to bed by illness, and very much 
regrets not being able to be present. | 
have very carefully ascertained his 
views on this question, and those views he 
wishes me to place as well as I can before 
the House. In giving those views he 
speaks, of course, for himself, and not for 
the Government. He wishes that this 
Bill might be read a second time, as he 
has already expressed himself in favour of 
a similar measure, but he thinks the 
House should consider very carefully 
certain points, which, although details, 
might be regarded as almost equally im- 
portant as principles. He lays great 
stress on the age, which, he thinks, 
should be fourteen instead of sixteen. He 
goes further, and lays stress on what he 
considers to be a vital part of the Bill--the 
penalising of a publican for serving chil- 
dren under sixteen years of age. It is 
quite true that the word “ apparently ” 
is in the Bill, but there are one or two 
things in the minds of those who 


placed it there. Either ‘ apparently ” 
is more vague than “‘ knowingly,” 


in which case [ presume it was put 
in for that purpose, or it is the same 
thing as * knowingly,” in which ease why 
cannot “ knowingly’ be put in ?--espe- 
cially as the word “ knowingly ”’ is re- 
commended by the Royal Commission 
Reports, both majority and minority. It 
would therefore be interesting to learn 
from subsequent speakers whether the 
promoters are willing to accept this less 
vague word, which provides a greater 
safeguard than the word “ apparently ” 
against unjustly penalising the publican. 

There is also another matterupon which 
the Home Secretary lays great stress. It 
is alleged that both the Majority Report 
and the Minority Report are unanimous 
in recommending the principle of the 
measure so far as serving children under 
sixteen years of age is concerned. ‘That 
is not quite an accurate statement of the 
case. The Report of the majority lays 
great stress on the necessity of there being 
public opinion behind the proposal. It 
states—— 

“Legislation in this direction, therefore, 
should not be undertaken except ufter the 
fullest discussion with those best qualified to 
speak for the class affected, otherwise a strong 
reaction might fellow.” 
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On this point my right hon. friend makes 
a very important suggestion, which | am 
inclined to think will recommend itself 
to those who wish to see a measure of a 
practical kind. He has come to the con- 
clusion that a measure of this kind should 
be of an adoptive character. I think 
myself that that is a statesmanlike sug- 
gestion, and one which will overcome 
very many difticulties, because, as the 
right hon. Gentleman states, there are 
many districts which are naturally very 
apprehensive as to the working of a 
measure of this kind. If it were put into 
force in districts where it was adopted by 
the local authorities, it is very likely that 
all those apprehensions would be found to 
be groundless, and that the result of this 
legislation, strong as it is, would be un- 
accompanied by the evil and ineonve- 
niences which too many appear to attach 
to it. 
right hon. friend that the best way to 
obtain the general adoption of a measure 
such as this would be by securing the con- 
sent of the local authorities, which un- 
doubtedly is a greater guarantee that 
public opinion is behind the change than 
any other form of expression which 
could be obtained. The promoters 
will signify whether or not they accept 
such a suggestion as that. I confess, as 
far as lam concerned—and I have no 
doubt there are others in the House in the 
same position-—the course they adopt 
would influence my vote to a very large 
degree. The point is whether or not a 
local authority would consent, and, per- 
haps. on the pressure of its constituents, 
should be allowed to put the Bill in foree, 
or whether it should be applied in all dis- 
tricts whether they want it or not. 
My right hon. friend is also of opinion 
that public opinion is greatly growing in 
favour of this Bill. That is another argu- 
ment, | think, in favour of the suggestion 
he makes. He is in all eases most heartily 
in favour of any measure that can save 
the children from any evil which may 
attach to their being sent to public-houses, 

I have, as accurately as possible, given 
the House the viewsof my right hon. friend 
which he would have given had he been 
able to be in his place to-day. If I may 
say a word or two, not as a member of the 
Government, but from my own point of 
view, | should be very thankful if the 
House will allow me to state them, because 

Mr. Jesse Collings. 


{COMMONS} 


- ' 
It would therefore seem to my 
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I am, and have been all my life, in favour 
of temperance and all temperance move- 
ments. It seems to me we are consider- 
ing two classes of questions, or rather two 


_ positions for separate treatment, and this 


different treatment can only be secured 
by making any measure that might he 
passed one of an adoptive character. 
There are two sets of opinion——London 
and provincial. I am afraid of London I 
have a very small opinion. I do not 
know much about its social aspect. [ 
seriously mean what I say when [ re- 
member the influence which appertains 
to the capital of any other country in 
Europe and the influence which apper- 
tains to the great provincial life of our 
nation. Provincial life and opinion are 
more worthy of being followed than 
any opinion that emanates from London. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): What 


about Camberwell ? 


AN Hoy. Menper: What about 


Battersea ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: No 


wonder London is Tory. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: Any Bill for 

the treatment of the supply of drink 
to children is applicable to London, 
where there are gin-palaces, bars, and all 
the appurtenances of great drinking 
establishments. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Are 


there none in Birmingham ? 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: Yes, no 
doubt there are, and in Liverpool, Man- 
chester, and other large towns. What I 
say is that a measure which is applicable 
and beneficial to these large places may 
be altogether mischievous and unaccep- 
table, and cause inconvenience to other 
smaller places in the United Kingdom. 
With regard to sending one’s own chil- 
dren to fetch beer—and that is the best 
test—it seems to me that I would rather 
send a child of tender years to these gin 
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palaces where drunken men may con- 
gregate and where drunken women may 
be found, than a young person, especially 
a girl, of sixteen years of age. 


Sale of Intoxicating 


Captain NORTON (Newington. W.): 
Then make it eighteen. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: In the one 
ease the harm would be but passing ; in 
the other it might be permanent. But 
what about the thousands of parishes in 
this country where the working classes 
are not drunken, where they are as care- 
ful of their own children as any other 
people, where they go home to dinner—I 
speak from some experience of the condi- 
tions of the village life and the small 
towns—and where the mother with only 
one pair of hands, having no servant and 
no cellar, and where the only unoccupied 
member of the family available is under 
sixteen years of age? There are thou- 
sands, [ might say millions, in the posi- 
tion so well described by the hon. 
Member for Portsmouth. Is that man to 
be prevented from sending that child to 
the public-house of a small town, where 
there is no more danger than in sending 
it toa grocer’s shop? I want hon. Mem- 
hers to consider whether they are going 
to try to impose on the working-class 
families who exist under the conditions 
Iname. It is all very well for those who 
have servants, or who do not consider 
beer necessary, to suggest these restric- 
tions; but beer is considered by the great 
bulk of the respectable working people 
of this country to be necessary. Setting 
aside the large towns where these dangers 
are supposed to exist, are you to prevent 
the working-class women from sending 
the only unoccupied child to fetch that 
which they consider necessary for the 
legitimate consumption of the family ? 
Such action would, I think, be regarded 
as an interference with domestic life and 
with the liberty of the subject. It would 
be resented as such, and it would defeat 
the object of the Bill. I am advancing 
these views in order to ask the promoters 


of the Bill whether the acceptance of the. 


adoptive principle is not the nearest way 
to securing the universal approval of 
their measure. I admit that there is a 
large amount of public opinion in 
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favour of this Bill. Thousands of peti- 
tions have been presented in its favour. 
But too much importance must not be 
attached to those petitions. The temper- 
ance party, which has the finest organisa- 
tion in the country, can turn out petitions 
by the thousand. They can turn out 
such petitions at the word of command, 
and he hoped the House would not, 
therefore, attach undue importance to 
them. 


Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth. Norwood) : 
What about the London School Board ? 


*\Mir. JESSE COLLINGS: I know 
nothing about the London School Board. 
I do not want the petitions ignored, but 
I do not want you to attach too much 
importance to them. But there is 


another kind of public opinion. I have 
noted organised public opinion, but 


there is the unorganised public opinion, 
which consists of the ot indi- 
viduals not organised. and who do not 
express their opinion, but who, if a law of 
this sort were passed, which inter- 
fered with their daily convenience and 
affect them in a manner they would con- 
sider untair, would show their opinion in 
some quarters by almost rebellion. My 
hon. friend the Member for Portsmouth 
referred to a pamphlet which has been 
issued by a committee presided over by the 
Bishop of Hereford. This pamphlet. re- 
presents children as spending all their 
money in drink, as swilling glasses of raw 
whisky and being summoned for drunk- 
enness before the police courts. I do 
not doubt the truth of those statements, 
but they are put in such a form that if 
any stranger to the facts were to read 
them he would think that it represented 
the type of the children of the working 
classes of this country. The great 
masses of the working class of this coun- 
try ought not to be subjected to any such 
inference as may be drawn from that 
statement. As a class they are as careful 
of their own children as any other class. 
They look after them as well as cireum- 
stances will allow, and except as regards 
an infinitesimal percentage that state of 
thingsdoesnot represent them at all. They 
are more thrifty, more temperate, more 
respectable, and better educated, and in a 


masses 
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better condition generally than at any 
previous period of the history of this 
country. Therefore, I protest against 
putting it in a form to indicate that there 
is such a prevalence of these shocking 
cases as to render universal legislation 
necessary. With regard to the provision 
for penalising the publican, I may say I 
was not at all satisfied with the reasons 
given for that action by the mover and 
seconder of the Bill. Are they afraid to 
put the penalty on the parents who alone 
can know whether they are breaking the 
law ? They do not propose to penalise 
the parent, but the publican, who they 
think can pay the penalty. By making 
the measure adoptive, although altering 
the character of the measure, they would 
be able to determine the amount of sup- 
port which it will receive, not only in the 
House, but in many parts of the country 
where the Bill is not accepted at the 
present time. I thank the House for 
listening to me, and I hope we shall hear 
something from the promoters of the Bill 
as to whether the suggestion of the Home 
Secretary is received with favour or not 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): The right hon. Gentle- 
man need not have apologised for speak- 
ing on this subject. We were glad to 
hear him. His speech was divided into 
two parts, one of which was devoted 
to expressing the views of the Govern- 
ment—— 


*\Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : Of the Home 
Secretary. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Well, 
when I was Home Secretary and spoke 
in this House, | expressed the sentiments 
of the Government, especially on this 


question. The Home Secretary we heard , 
a few weeks ago, in speaking to a deputa- 
tion on the temperance question in 


language not encouraging. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Bordesley has now confided to us 
his personal sentiments upon this 
subject. He protested against language 
likely to give foreign nations a 
bad opinion of this country. And yet 
the right hon. Gentleman has declared | 


Mr. Jesse Collings. 


{COMMONS} 
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that he himself has the meanest 
opinion of London. The right hon, 
Gentleman, though he said he knew 
nothing about the social aspect of London, 
knew something about London elections, 
I do not know what he ealls the social 
aspect of London, and whether _ his 
judgment is founded on his experience of 
Society in the West or in the East End of 
London. What has caused him to come to 
his present opinion? Was it the most 
recent election, or was it the election 
which took place in the autumn ? 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : I never said 
a word about elections at all. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : If the 
adoptive principle is to be introduced it 
must be introduced somewhere—and 
perhaps by the very Metropolis of which 


he has such a mean opinion. When | 
first entered Parliament the voice oj 
Birmingham was very different from 


what it is now. In those days I acted 
with Mr. Dixon as a supporter of the 
Birmingham Educational League ; and 
there was not the same objection to the 
compulsion of parents at that time. 

lam bound to say that that movement 
advanced education in the greatest degree 
and ultimately secured for us compulsory 
education. Is it not an invasion of the 
rights of parents to say that a child shall 
not be kept at home, but must be sent to 
school? When did the right hon. Gentle. 
man acquire this horror of interfering 
with the rights of parents? As to the 
part of the speech in which the right 
hon. Gentleman expressed his personal 
opinion, I confess | can hardly make out 
what that opinion is. During the latter 
part of the Under Secretary’s speech the 
right hon. Member for East Fife, a former 
Home Secretary, came into the House 
and said, “Is he speaking for or against 
the Bill?” The answer which I was 
obliged to give to my right hon. friend 
was, “* Honestly, I cannot tell you.” The 
right hon. Gentleman has said he is in 
favour of the Second Reading of the Bill. 
but in expressing his own opinion he 
has set up in his speech every possible 
objection that can be imagined against 
it, and the latter part was as adverse to 
the Bill as it was possible to conceive. 
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He has spoken of the rural districts. [I 
am happy to say I live more of my life in 
the country than in the town, and if 
there is any part of this country in which 
the evil of drunkenness requires to be 
dealt with more it is in the rural districts. 
[Ministerial cries of * No.” | That is my 
observation, made trom my own know- 
ledge, and if I may be allowed to give my 
reason it is because the police themselves 
are not encouraged to put it down. 
[Cries of * Question” anda laugh.] | 
do not know whether the hon. Gentleman 
who laughs in that way is a magistrate of 
quarter sessions or not. 


Now | pass from the personal views 
of the right hon. Gentleman to those 


of the Home Secretary, which he 
translated to us. The Home Secre- 
tary has stated that his experience 
in his present office has impressed 
upon him the tremendous evil pro- 
duced by drunkenness. The present 


Bill is intended to prevent children from 
being exposed at an age when their 
judgment gives them no defence to the 
incitements and habits of drink. While 
lam in doubt as to the real spirit of the 
right hon. Gentleman in regard to this 
Bill, Iam still more puzzled by the right 
hon. Gentleman's interpretation of the 
views of the Home Secretary. But it is 
clear at least that the Home Secretary 
desires the Bill to be read a second time. 
For the purposes of this afternoon we all 
ought to be satisfied with that. Let us 
read this Bill a second time, and then let 
us consider the objections that have been 
made to it. One objection to it is the use 
ot the word “apparent,” as though it 
implies some covert meaning, and it is pro- 
posed that there should be an explanation 
of the introduction of that word in the 
Bill in justice to the public. It is a re- 
markable fact that this word is employed 
in the Act of 1872. It has also been used 
in the Act prohibiting the sale of explo- 
sives to children and in the Pawnbrokers’ 


Act. In fact, whenever Parliament 
deals with the age of children, and 


where they are prohibited from certain 


acts in these matters, the word “ ap-, 
parent ” has been used. 

Mr. FLOWER: Not in the Act of! 
1886. 
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I was pointing out a 
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*Stir WILLIAM HARCOURT : 


not say it was. 
proviso which I think is worthy of the 
consideration of the House. In the 
Criminal Law Amendments Act there 
was a proviso which fixed the age at 
which outrages should be punishable, 
and which laid it down that it should be 
a sufficient defence to any charge under 
this section if brought before a court 
and jury, providing that the person so 
charged showed reasonable cause of 
belief that the girl was over the age of 
sixteen. I am speaking with the autho- 
rity of the gentleman promoting this 
Bill when I say that they are pertectly 
willing to deal with this word “ appar: 
rently ” by the substitution of any other 
phrase that may be regarded as satis 
factory. [I confess [ think the proviso 
to which I have referred is a very reason 
able one. 

The right hon. Gentleman has cited 
the opinion of the Home Secretary 
in favour of this Bill with the adop 
tive principle, but he has not told 
us what is to be the machinery for 
adopting it. Is it local option? I 
should like to know that, because it is 
a very incomplete revelation that we 
are not to be told who are the persons 
to adopt these measures, and when the 
right hon. Gentleman offers us his sup- 
port he does not tell us what the method 
of adoption is to be. Has the Home 
Office already got its amendments to this 
Bill, with a complete scheme of adoptive 
measures? Let us be thankful for such 
mercies and let us read this Bill a second 


time. Let there be an opportunity for 
all to understand the proposal of 
the Government. There are said to 


be objections which, if not properly 
dealt with, would destroy the main 
objects of the Bill, which is to keep 
young children out of the public-houses. 
Let us, then, see whether we can carry 
this Bill with such modifications and 
such mitigations as would carry it to 
a successful issue. My hon. friend who 
introduced this Bill, in a speech as dis- 
tinguished for lucidity as any I have 


‘ever heard, stated that the success or 


the failure of this Bill depended upon 
the treatment it received at the hands 
of the Government. | hope the Govern- 
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cordial reception. 
on both sides of the House will work 
together, and I trust it will be dealt 
with in a proper spirit before it is sent 
to the other House. We have heard 
the views of young Ireland on this 
matter. We have had a speech from 
the hon. Member for West Limerick, 
distinguished by eloquence and earnest- 
ness, and I am sure hon. Members on 
both sides of the House will hear that 
voice with pleasure on future occasions. 
With that unanimity of feeling on this 
Bill, why should we divide upon the Bill.? 
I hope we shall send it to a place where 
alone it will be dealt with with advan- 
tage. It has been proposed to deal with 
it in Committee of the whole House, 
but that is a proposal which would 
destroy it. I will not detain the House 
any longer, but I trust there will be a 
concordance of sentiment and unanimity 
of opinion that will lead us to read this 
Bill a second time. 


Mr. BARTLEY said he would like 
to add his views to the debate, because 
he had always taken a great interest in 
social questions. The reason why he 
objected to this measure was that he 
regarded it not as a measure tending 
to promote temperance nor one which 
would alleviate and improve the social 


position of the families of the working | 


The real issue they were to 
consider was whether the working man 
was to be allowed to drink beer or not. 
Was it to be made a crime for him to 
have a glass of beer at his midday meal ? 
Personally, he was almost a teetotaller, 
but it seemed to him odd that the men 


classes. 


who employed servants in their houses | 


and clubs and rang the bell for wines 
and spirits should have the audacity 
to say that a man should not be allowed 
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I hope hon. Members | 
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Were they to say that a working man 
who could not keep a cellar for his beer 
was to be deprived of this privilege of 
getting it? But if he were to be 
deprived of this means he would say 
that it was more dangerous for a girl 
of sixteen vears of age and upwards 
to be sent to a public-house than it 


was for a younger child. If the law 
prohibited girls under sixteen years 


being sent they would still have the 
evil of sending girls of seventeen and 
eighteen years. He had a higher opinion 
of the people of London than the repre- 
sentative of the Government, and he 
believed that the whole of the metropolis 
would hold its own with those great 
provincial centres that the right hon. 
Gentleman had referred to. But he 
would say this, that if the measure 
were voted simply upon its merits they 
would never dream of carrying it. The 
House had given way to a sort of momen- 
tary sentimentality. Everyone agreed 
that aleohol should not be sold to chil- 
dren for them to consume, but surely if 
he chose to take his boy out for a bicycle 
run, and they entered an inn for retresh- 
ment, no one would say that it was a 
crime that that boy should have a glass 
of beer?) When he was at school they 
used to have beer and they called it 
‘swipes.’ It was unreasonable thus to 
interfere with the habits of the people. 
If the Government interfered with this 
and similar privileges, they would have 
the whole mass of the working classes 
against them. There would be a great 
-reaction which would be very serious 
ito the country itself. Nobody could 
}say that he had not done his utmost 
'to promote temperance. Yet he believed 
it would be a great mistake to carry 
'this measure, as its effect would be to 
retard the progress of temperance. 


to send his child to the public-house. | 


Why could not hon. Members have the | 
courage of their opinions, and bring in 


a Bill to prohibit the sale of alcohol 
absolutely ? That would be a_reason- 
able and a straightforward action. 
they were not prepared to do that. 


But | 


They knew very well that the legitimate | 


use of beer was not a crime, and ought | 


not to be considered a crime. It was 
a reasonable, natural, and proper bever- 


COLONEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): My hon. friend who has just. sat 
down does not appear to have read the 
Bill, because if he were going down with 
his son into the country on a bievele, 
there is no reason why he should not have 
a glass of beer if he wanted it. His 
difficulty seems to be that if this Bill is 
| passed his son will not be able to “stand” 
\the liquor for him. Now, on this Bill 


a . . . ly . 
age for a man to drink in moderation. ; i should like to say three words upon the 


Sir William Harcourt. 


| 
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for seeing that this measure, if it passes 
of the Bill as to what we want todo. We] its Second Reading, is carried into law 
want to prevent these children going | this session, and, knowing as | do that no 
into publie-houses and acquiring in that | Bill has ever been brought into this 
atmosphere what we believe to be per-| House which is so backed by public 
nicious habits, and we believe that if this | opinion as this measure, | say the Govern- 
Bill is passed into law, and it becomes the | ment will make a great mistake if they 
law of this country that children under} do not offer to this Bill every facility to 
sixteen years of age should not be sent, | pass it into law. My principal object in 
we should find in years to come that} rising was to make this appeal to the 
children never would be sent. Ef the | Government in order to get some Member 
hon. Gentleman who moved the Bill} of the Government to tell us if it is their 
and the hon. Gentleman who seconded | intention to allow the Bill to become 
it had devised a means for carrying this 
Bill through the House, they could not 
have devised a better one than by getting | 

the two speeches made which were made | * Ir. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
southport) said he cordially supported 
hon. Member who moved the rejection the Bill, his justification in so doing being 
sud it would interfere with golf players. | (hat it was impossible to over-estimate 
[ never remember seeing nH golt player | Che interest taken in this subject in his 
end for liquor, even when he was | consiituency. le regretted that the 
in an bunker. The hon. Member for} Government had not thoughtfit to make it 
South Leitrim opposed the Bill because | a Government mesure, and if the Govern- 
it would interfere with Treland-—that | ment took any notice of the Bill at all 
it was another injustice to Treland. | he hoped it would not be tor the purpose 
Yow. LE agree with the Bill, not) only | of attempting toshelveit. Atter the Janus- 
because F think it is a good measure, | like speech from the Front Bench it was 
but because L know that people of all | difficult to know whether the Government 
creeds and all classes in Treland are | supported the Bill or not. The real object 
in its favour. The working men repre-| of the Bill was to safeguard the moral 
vntatives in this House are almost unani- | healthot the children and to prevent them 
mous in its favour, and no one can doubt | from being contaminated by the evils of 
that if the working classes of this country | drink. It was not to deal with the adult 
were opposed to a Bill of this kind | population at all. Butit the age at which 
they would make their voices heard |a child could be served with drink was 
against it. [ am entirely in favour of | fixed at sixteen the real object of the Bill 
this Bill, and | think most of the objec-| might be deteated, because if the age 
tions we have heard are objections which | limit was fixed toohigh the people towhom 
ought to be made in Committee. As ior} this measure would apply would have no 
the right hon. Gentleman on the Trea-| person to send. Beer could not be stored 
sury Bench, | am unable from his re-|in the same way as spirits, and theretore 
marks to gather whether he is for or| if a working man wanted beer with his 
against the Bill. [| have not the slightest | dinner, either he must go and get it or 
idea what position he takes up, but in a| his wife must go and get it, or he would 
matter of this kind, which so deeply | have to send somebody over the age of 
touches our hearts, | think a responsible | sixteen. [t was very improbable that he 
Minister of the Government ought to] would have anybody at home at that age, 
have given us some intimation of what | because that was the age when a working- 
the concensus of opinion of the Govern- | man’s children had to go out and begin to 
ment is upon this subject. I regret that | earn their own living, and if the age was 
so few Members of the Government are | fixed at sixteen the effect would be that 
present, but I can assure the right hon. | children of a more tender -age would be 
Gentlemen who are present that they | sent. and told on reaching the public-house 
make a very great mistake if they think | toask the first bystander to go inand buy 
that this measure can be set aside or | the beer, in return, probably, for the‘ long 
burked in Committee. The country} pull.” No man would be hard-hearted 
will hold the Government responsible | enough to refuse, and the result 
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would be the very 
the Bill was aimed. He 
the age was fixed at sixteen the object of 
the Bill would be defeated, and he sug 
gested that the age of fourteen should be 
substituted. The question had been 
asked why beer should be put on a dif- 
ferent footing to milk; he thought it 
should not, but that it should be allowed 
to be taken round in the same way as 
milk. He took no notice of the ridicule 
of the House upon that point, because 
if between the hours of 12 and 1.30 
in the day tacilities were given to 
respectable publicans to supply their 
customers in this way with beer the 
ditticulty of the child messenger would at 
once be got rid of. The working man 
would have an opportunity of getting his 
beer as he wanted both as to quan- 
tity and condition. He put forward 
that suggestion because he thought it 
was worthy of consideration. He did 
not think that the word * apparently ”’ 
was a word that should remain in the 
Bill, because the publican would be 
liable if he supplied a person who 
was over the age of sixteen, but ap- 
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mischief at which | parently under that age, and he thought 
believed that if | the 


word “knowingly ~ ought to be 
substituted for it when the Bill became 
an Act, or a clause similar to that in the 
Criminal Law Amendment Act inserted. 
It also might be possible tojmake 
a distinction between the gin palace and 
the off-licensed house. What was wanted 
to secure the passing of such a Bill was 
a consensus of moderate opinion. Such 
a Bill was required, and they must support 
the best measure tor the purpose before 
the House. The principle of the Bill was 
sound, however imperfect the details, 
and he hoped the Bill would become law 
at the earliest possible moment. 


Mr. CROMBIE rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, * That the Question be 
now put.” 


Question put, ~ That the Question be 


now put.” 


The House divided : Ayes, 407 . Noes, 


No. 80.) 


AYES. 
Abraham, Win. (Cork, N. E.) | Boland, John Colville, John 
Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) Bolton, Thomas Dolling Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Bousfield, 


Brand, Hon. 


Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue., Stroud | Brigg, John 
Ambrose, Robert | Broadhurst, Henry 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn | Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-F orster, Hugh ©. 
Ashton, ‘Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird,John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
jarlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 5S.) 
Barry Sir FrancisT. (W indsor) 
Bartley, George C. 
Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire), 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. 
Seckett, Ernest William 
Bell; Richard 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagyree, Sir M. M. 
Bienold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Mr. Marshall Hall. 


Bull, 


Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 


‘arew, 


‘avendish, Rh. 


Cecil, | 





Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H.F’.( Middlesex) 
Arthur G. 


Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
William James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 


Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
oes Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
‘ampbell-Bannerman, Sir H 
James Laurence 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. , 
‘arvil, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
‘auston, Richard Knight 
F. 
ese: ang — eb oh hg ama 
Cawley, Frederick 
‘velyn (Aston Manor) 
( ‘chapman, Edward 
Claney, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, > ( — lasgow) 
Corbett, ' . (Down, North) 
Cox, eink ve Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cullinan, J. 

Cust, Henry John C. 
ee Sir Charles 
Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar,T. R.( TPH mlets, SGeo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K.D. W ingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale,Sir Jose »ph Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogav, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
| Dufty, William J. 
Duncan, James H. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, 


(N. Lanes.) | 


Sir Edwin 
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Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, Willian Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Garftit, William 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Kt. Hen. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elginé Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Grant, Corrie 
Greene,SirE. W.(Bury St. Ed.) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd nderry 
Hammond, John 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardie, J. K. (M’thyr Tydvil) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Hogg, Lindsa 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,Capt.J.(K’nt,Faversh 
Howard,.J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Col. Edwin 
Humphrys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
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, Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 

| Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 








| Jordan, Jeremiah 

| Joyce, Michael 

| Kearley, Hudson E. 

| Kennaway,Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W .(Salop. 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo, Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wim. Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 5. 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) , 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamaia, Dr. Thomas J. 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Cann, James 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) | 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maicolm, Ian 

Maniers, Lord Cecil 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mather, William 
Maxwell, RtHnSirHE( Wigton | 
Maxwell], W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. | 
Mildmay, Francis Bigham 
Milward, Col. Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Mooney, John J. 

More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murphy, J. 

Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


| Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 


Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) | 
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Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N.) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil Wilham 
O’Brien, James I. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(’Connor, James (Wicklow) 
(Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donneli, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O'Shee, James John 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, SirJosepnW. (Durham) 
Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Perey, Earl 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington, Richard 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Randles, John $8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Ratelitie, R. F. 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
eid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
tickett, J. Compton 
Ridley,Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
tigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. J 
Sehwann, Charles E. 
Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Staflord) 
Shaw-Stewart. M.H.(Renfrew 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair,Capt.John(Forfarsh. ) 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(North' mb. Ty’s'de 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C)R( Northants 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stevenson, I’rancis S. 
Stewart, Sir. M. J. M‘Taggart | 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. (Oxf. Univ. 








Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Janbury, Frederick George 
Jathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin | 
Boyle, James 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Crean, Engene 
Dyke, Rt. Wn. Sir William Hart | 
Farrell, James Patrick 


Question put accordingly, “That the 
word ‘now’ stand part of the Question. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHn. HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. Bb. 
Beckett, Ernest William | 
Bell, Richard 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
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Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David A lfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J. A.(Glam’rg’n,Gow } 


| Thompson, K.C.(Monaghan,N. 


Thomson, F. W. (York. W.R. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemaehe, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH 
Walton,JolnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. EF. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunv’n 


Welby,SirCharlesG. E( Notts. ) | 


NOES. 


Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 


| Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 


Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Heath, James(Staffords. N. W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James(hent) 
Lueas, Reginald) .(Portsm’uth 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Majendie, James A. H. 


| 
| 54. 


AYES. 


Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boseawen, Aithur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middle’x 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) 


| Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
' Burke, E. Haviland- 

| Burns, John 

| Burt, Thomas 

| Butcher, John George 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Cameron, Robert 


+ Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
| Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


Carew, James Laurence 


Liquors to Children. 


The House divided: Ayes, 372 ; 
(Division List No. 81.) 
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Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) ° 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York, E.R.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfelk, Mid 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, WLR. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,.J. W.(Worcestersh. N, 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Hudrsfld. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Crombie and 
Tritten. 


AYES 
Mr. 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Dowd, John 

Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Nors 
Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Major Jameson and 
Tally. 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chapman, Edward 

Claney, John Joseph 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett,A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crozs, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cullinan, J. 

Cust, Henry John C, 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Ne ES, 
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De 
Da 
D: 
De 
Di 
Di 
Di 
Di 
Di: 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Do 
Du 
Du 
Du 
Du 
Du 
Ege 
Elil 
Elli 
Elli 
Em 
Esn 
Eva 
Fab 
Far 
Far 
Fen 
I fre 
Fiel 
Fiel 
Fin] 
Fish 
Fitz 
Fitz 
Fitz 
Flete 
Flow 
Flyn 
Fost 
Fow] 
Fulle 
Furn 
Garfi 
Gilhe 
Glad: 
Godd 
Gord 
Gord 
Gorst 
Grahé 
Grant 
Greer 
Grett 
Grevi' 
Grove 
Gurde 
Hain, 
Halda 
Hall, | 
Hamb 
Hamil 
Hamn 
Hanbr 
Hareo 
Hardie 
Hare, 
Harms 
Harris, 
Harwo 
Haslet 
Hayde 
Hayne, 
Heath, 
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Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, 'M.V aughan-(Cardigan 
Dickson, ‘harles Scott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir J. Cocktield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, ¢ _— A. 

Doogan, PLC 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dutly, William J. 

Duke, Henry Edward 

Dunean, James H. 

Dunn, Sir William 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
| Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidstone 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir ‘T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ei rnest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, _ Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, . M. F. 

— Sir Christopher 
Garfit, W . um 

Gilhooly, « James 

Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gordon, Hn. J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon,J.(Londonderry,South 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’d’nderry 
Hammond, John 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Harcourt, Re. Hon. Sir William 
Hardie, J. Keir MerthyrTydvil | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, F, Leverton (‘Tynem’th 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 

Hi: ayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- | 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
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Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. | 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Holland, William Henry 
Hope, J. Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 


| Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 


Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jacob y, James Alfred 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennaw ay, Rt.Hn.SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, jg James 
Kenyon, +t G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, J ames (Lanes., Bury) | 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth | 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. | 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Lundon, W. 


| Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

Maconochie, A. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liv erpool) 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire | 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 

Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 

Markham, Arthur Basil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 

Mather, William 

Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh ) | 

Mildmay, Francis Bingham 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


| Montagu, G, (Huntingdon) 
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Montagu, Hn. J.Scott(Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn.John(Montrose 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murphy, J. 

Myers, William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N. 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liv erpool) 
0’ Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Bites Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 


| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Orr- Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
(Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Palmer, George Wm. (Reading) 
Parkes, E benezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Sir JosephW. (Durham) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Rbt. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Ear] 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington, Richard 

Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, R obert John 

Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratclitte, R. F. 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, SirR. Threshie( Dumfries 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 

| Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hn.M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S.F orde(BethnalGreen 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
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Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos Myles 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, RtHn.Col. Edw.J. 
Sehwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renirew) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, HC(N’rth’mb. Tynes’de 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, HnArthur (Ormskirk) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, SirJohn M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 


7 

Acland-Hood,Capt SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allsopp, Hon, George 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Sailey, James (Walworth) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Sathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Sentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Boyle, James 

Bull, William James 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Charles E. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Crean, Eugene 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dewar,T. R(T’rH’mlets,’‘S.Geo 





Main Question put and agreed to. 





{COMMONS} 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glumorgan,Gow’r 
Thompson,E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
Thomson, F. W.(York, W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, RtHn.SirWilliamH. 
Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,8. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas CourtenayT. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 


NOES. 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJd.(Mane’r 
Gibbs,HnA.G.H.(CityofLond. 
Goulding, Edward Altred 
Greene,SirEW(B’ry SEdm'nds 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Howard,Capt.J.(K’nt,¥aversh 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas. R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G, E. 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘kKillop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Bill read a second time, and committed | 


for to-morrow. 


NEW BILLS. 





the House. 639 


Welby,SirCharlesG. E( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
White, Luke (York, E. R.)" 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wilson, Fred. W( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,.J.W(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse,SirJT(Huddersf'd 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Crombie and = Mr. 
Tritton. 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Morrison, James Archibald 


' Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


(Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, J. (ikoseommon, N.) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. ) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wortley,Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Major Jameson and Mr. 
Tully. 


|time upon Wednesday, 17th April, and 
| to be printed. 


[ Bill 109. ] 


OLD AGE PENSIONS (No. 5). 


Bill to make provision for Old Age 
| Pensions, ordered to be brought in by 


| Mr. 


Bousfield. Mr. 


Strutt. Mr. J. W. 


Wilson, and Mr. Laurence Hardy. 


WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to} 


OLD AGE PENSIONS (No. 5) BILL. 


An Asterisk (*) at the commencement cf a Speech indicates revision by the Member. 





Weights and Measures, ordered to be | 
brought in by Mr. Bousfield, Mr. Parkes, 
Mr. Kearley, and Sir Fortescue Flannery. 


“To inake provision for Old Age 
Pensions,’ presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 

| Wednesday, 17th April, : be printed. 
WEIGHTS AND MEASURES BILL. Bal 110° 17th April, and to be printec 

“To amend the Law relating to ’ 
Weights and Measures,” presented, and | 
read the first time ; to be read a second | 

| 


Adjourned at a quarter before 
Six of the clock. 
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633 Private Bill 


HOUSE LORDS. 
Thursday, 21st March, 1901. 


OF 


TOOK THE OATH. 
The Lord Bishop of Oxford took the 
Oath. 


BILL 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with :—-Worcester 
Tramways. 


The same was ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing 
Orders not complied with in respect of the 
Watford and District Tramways Bill 
[u.L.] ought to be dispensed with, and 
the Bill allowed to proceed, provided that 
Tramway No. 7 and such parts of 
Tramways Nos. | and 11 as are within 
the district of the Watford Rural Dis- 
trict Council be struck out of the Bill. 


Read, and agreed to. 


LONDON (CITY) SCHOOL FOR 
ORPHANS OF FREEMEN BILL [H.1.}. 
LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

Reports ot His Majesty’s Attorney 
General received, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


KINGS NORTON AND NORTHFIELD 
URBAN DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
[H.L. |}. 


AIRE CALDER NAVIGATION 


BILL [H.L. ]. 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
[ H.L. J}. 


AND 


teport from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee adjourned this day 
at Two o’elock ; and pray leave not to sit 
again till Monday next ; read, and leave 
viven. 


VOL. XCI. 


| FOURTH SERIES. | 


{21 Marcu 1901} 
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ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL 
BILL [H.1.]. 

GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [H.1.] 


Committed ; The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


Business. 


CHRIST’S HOSPITAL BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
LEEDS CHURCHES BILL [1.1.}. 
Committed. 


(LONDON) 


BETHLEM HOSPITAL BILL [H.1.}. 
BRIDEWELL HOSPITAL BILL [it.1. }. 


LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
LONDON (CITY) SCHOOL FOR 


ORPHANS OF FREEMEN BILL [H.L.}. 


Read 2¢ (according to order). 


LLANELLY AND MYNYDD MAWR 
RAILWAY BILL [u. 1. }. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the promoters do not intend to pro- 
ceed further with the Bill. Ordered 
that the Bill be not further proceeded 
with. 


HANDSWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [1.1]. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the &th 
March and Friday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


LLANELLY HARBOUR BILL [u.1. |. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 8th 
March and Friday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


ASPATRIA, SILLOTH, AND DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [H.1.]. 

Report from the Select Comunittee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 


Z 
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Table. The orders made on the 8th 
March and Friday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed forthwith. 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 

Ordered, That no Private Bill brought 
from the House of Commons shall be 
read a second time after Thursday, the 
27th day of June next; That no Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation Bill origi- 
nating in this House shall be read a 
first time after Thursday, the 9th day of 
May next; That no Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill brought from the 
House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after Thursday, the 27th day 
of June next; That when a Bill shall 
have passed this House with Amendment 
these orders shall not apply to any new 
Bill sent up from the House of Commons 
which the Chairman of Committees shall 
report to the House is substantially the 
same as the Bill so amended ; That this 
House will not receive any petition for a 
Private Bill later than Thursday, the 9th 
day of May next, unless such Private Bill 
shall have been approved by the High 
Court of Justice ; nor any petition fora 
Private Bill approved by the High Court 
of Justice after Friday. the 17th day of 
May next; That this House will not 
receive any report from the Judges upon 
petitions presented to this House for 
Private Bills after Friday, the 17th day 
of May next. 

Ordered, That the said orders be 
printed and published. and affixed on 


the doors of this House and Westminster 
Hall. (No. 24.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ARMY. 

I. (Royal Military Academy, Wool- 
wich)—Report of the Board of Visitors 
for 1900. 

II. (Royal Military College, Sandhurst) 
—Report of the Board otf Visitors for 
1900. 


III. Finding of a Court of Inquiry, 
held at Barberton on 25th September, 
1900, to investigate the circumstances 
under which 


Lieutenant-Colonel B. E. 





{LORDS} 
| Spragge, D.S.O., 13th Battalion Imperial 
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Yeomanry, and others, became prisoners. 
of war. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2562. France (Havre). 
No. 2563. Italy (Ancona). 
No. 2564. Japan (Hiogo and Osaka). 


Presented (by command) and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NATIONAL DEBT (ANNUITIES). 

Account of the gross amount of all 
bank annuities and any annuities for 
terms of years transferred, and of all 
sums of money paid to the Commissioners 
for the Reduction of the National Debt ; 
and the gross amount of annuities for 
lives and for terms of years which have 
been granted for the same, and contracts 
for payments on death, which have been 
made within the year ended 5th January, 
1901; laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie upon the 
Tabie. 


SCOTTISH PRIVATE BILL LEGIS- 
LATION—LOCAL INQUIRIES. 
THe Kart or GLASGOW: My Lords, 

I beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
a question of which I have given him 
private notice,’ namely, whether it is 
the case that the meeting of the Com- 
missioners under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, fixed for the 
22nd instant, is to be held in Edinburgh ; 
whether it is the case that three Pro- 
visional Orders referred to the Commis- 
sioners relate to localities in the West 
of Scotland ; whether the actual inquiry 
in this case is to take place in Edinburgh 
or in the localities ; and whether, under 
Section 6 of the Act, it doés not rest 
with the Commissioners themselves to 
fix the place of inquiry. These are 
rather important questions for those 
who are interested in Private Bill pro- 
cedure in Scotland. This is the first 
meeting which the Commissioners hold 
under the Act, and it is therefore impor- 
tant that the procedure should be in 
all respects such as may form a good 
precedent for the future. The holding 
of the inquiry in Edinburgh for those 
Bills which concern the West of Scotland, 
appears to be rather an unfortunate- 
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mode of procedure, because it would 
seem to indicate that it is the inten- 
tion in future to hold all inquiries in Edin- 
burgh. If that is the case, it really means 


that we do not have the advantage of | 


the Parliamentary counsel in London, 
but have to take Parliamentary counsel 
in Edinburgh. The intention of the 
Act was that the inquiry should be held 
as near the parts concerned as possible. 
Without saying a word against the 
excellence of the Parliamentary Bar 
in Scotland—if there is a Parliamentary 
Bar—I would point out that in Aberdeen, 
Glasgow, and other towns in Scotland, 
there is plenty of legal ability and forensic 
power, and lawyers in those parts of 
the country might easily take up the cases 
in which those parts are interested. 
That, I submit, is the intention of the 
Act, and I hope the Secretary for Scotland 
will be able to state that it is not intended 
that all future inquiries shall be held in 
Edinburgh. If that is the intention 
it will be necessary to amend the Act. 
Section 6 of the Act lays down that, 
subject to a General Order, the Com- 
missioners shall hold the inquiry at 
such place in Scotland as they may 
determine, with due regard to the subject- 
matter of the proposed Order, and the 
locality to which it relates. An inquiry 


in Edinburgh in the case of these Bills | 


affecting the West of Scotland would not 
be held in a place with due regard to 
the subject-matter of the proposed Order 
and the locality to which it relates. 


*THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of Bur LeIGH): My 
Lords, I have to thank the noble Lord 
for his courtesy in giving me_ notice 
yesterday of his intention to put this 
question. It is the case, as stated by him, 
that under the Act passed the year before 
last, it does rest with the Commissioners 
to fix the place at which the inquiries 


are to be held. The circumstances 
under which Edinburgh was fixed | 
for the first inquiry are as follows: The | 


panel of Lords available was only secured 
on the 12th of the present month, and | 
it was found impossible to get the requi- | 
site four Commissioners from the Mem- 
bers of the two Houses by the 14th 
instant. If we had delayed beyond the 


14th, there would not have been time to 
have the inquiry before the natural Easter | 


{21 Marcu 1901} 





Bill Legislation. 638 
| recess. Under those circumstances, and 
keeping in view the importance of 
holding the inquiry into a group of 


Orders before Easter, and to the re- 
quirement contained in the General 
Orders that seven clear days notice 


of the time and place of the inquiry 
must be given, I thought it undesirable 
to delay the announcement of the place 
of meeting. I therefore consulted the 
noble Lord who | knew would be, in 
all probability, and has been since, 
appointed Chairman of the Commission, 
as to the place that would be most con- 
venient. Four out of the seven Orders 
which are in the list of those set down 
for inquiry in Edinburgh come from 
places for which Edinburgh is certainly 
the most convenient place of meeting. 
There are three others—one relating 
to Hamilton, one to Ayr, and one to 
Ardrossan—included in the group ; but 
we knew that the opposition to the 
Hamilton Order was about to be with- 
drawn, and we only included that pro 
forma in ease the opposition was not 
withdrawn. Since that time the oppo- 
sition has been withdrawn, and it will 
go on as an unopposed Order. With 
regard to the other two Bills, we did 
what we could to consult the promoters. 
In the case of the Ayr Bill, the promoters 
preferred Edinburgh to Ayr, Glasgow, 
or any other place, and neither in that 
case nor in the case of the Ardrossan 
inquiry, have I received any intimation 
that the parties concerned would have 
preferred that the inquiry should be held 
in any other place. 

It is not my intention to guide the 
Commissioners, who may hereafter be 
appointed, in the direction of fixing 
Edinburgh as in all cases the place of 
inquiry. I think it most probable that 
the next inquiry will take place in Glas- 
gow ; but, of course, that is not yet de- 
cided, and cannot be decided until the 
Commissioners are appointed. I can 
only say, generally, that in all future 
eases, when the system which has just 
been inaugurated is in working order, it 
would be right and proper that the parties 
concerned should indicate to my Depart- 
ment any views they may have as to 
where the inquiry should be held, and I 
would pass them on. It is not our inten- 
tion to concentrate the inquiries in 
Edinburgh ; but in the case to which 
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the noble Lord has referred, owing to 
pressure of time we thought it on all 
grounds less undesirable that the inquiry 
should be at once appointed for Edin- 
burgh than that it should be postponed 
until after the Easter recess. 1 hope my 
answer will be satisfactory to the noble 
Earl, and I can assure him that I am 
anxious to do the best I can for all parties. 


EARLY CLOSING OF SHOPS. 
The evidence taken before the Select 
Committee from time to time to be 
printed for the use of the Members of 
this House; but no copies thereof to be 
delivered except. to members of the 
Committee until further order. 


NEW BILLS. 


POLLING ARRANGEMENTS (PARLIA- 
MENTARY BOROUGHS) BILL [H.1.}. 
A Bill to amend the law relating to the 

arrangement of polling districts in 

Parliamentary boroughs. (No. 22. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 
COUNCILS) BILL [H.1.]. 

A Bill to make further provision with 
respect to the arrangement of polling 
districts for the election of county 
councillors. (No. 23.) 


Presented by the Lord Ribblesdale ; 
read 1%; to be printed, and to be read 
2¢ on Tuesday next. 


CHINA—ANGLO-RUSSIAN DISPUTE 
AT TILENTSIN. 

Ear SPENCER: I wish to ask the 
noble Marquess the Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs a question of which I have given 
him private notice—namely, whether he- 
has any information he can give the 
House as to the incident at Tientsin, in 
which the public are much interested. 


*Toe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANSDOWNE): I shall be very glad to 
give the noble Earl whatever information 
I have in my possession. The House will 
recollect that this dispute has reference 


oa somewhat extensive area on the left 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


{LORDS} 
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bank of the Pei-ho River, which in the 
autumn of last year was occupied by 
Russian troops and claimed by them as 
belonging to them by right of conquest. 
We were subsequently informed that an 
agreement had been entered into between 
the Chinese Government and the Russian 
military authorities, through the medium 
of Li Hung Chang, by which this 
area was to pass under Russian occupa- 
tion. The area in question comprises 
several plots of land which are held to 
belong to the Northern Chinese Railway 
Administration, and which therefore 
form part of the security of the British 
bondholders who are interested in 
these railways. The line at Tientsin 
forms part of the railway which was 
originally occupied by Russian troops, 
but of which a_ portion was lately 
transferred by the Russian military 
authorities to Count von Waldersee, 
who again transferred it to the British 
military authorities. Since that transfer 
it has been worked by them, aided by the 
staff of the railway. 

It appears that it was necessary for the 
convenience of the allied forces that a 
railway siding should be constructed on 
one of the reserved plots to which I have 
referred, and we learn that the presence 
of the British working parties on that 
plot was treated by the Russian military 
authority as a trespass upon Russian 
territory. It was subsequently alleged 
that Russian boundary marks had been 
removed by our soldiers, and an affront 
consequently offered to the Russian flag. 
Inthecircumstances wetelegraphed on the 
16th instant to the authorities in China 
that in our opinion the right of British 
and Russian troops to occupy certain 
disputed points was a question which 
could most appropriately be disposed of by 
Field-Marshal von Waldersee, the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the allied forces ; and 
we instructed General Gaselee to invite 
the Field Marshal to settle the imme- 
diate difference which had arisen between 
the Russian and British military authori- 
ties, reserving for future examination 
all questions concerning the validity of 
the concession itself and of alleged private 
rights within its limits. That was on 
the 16th, and we instructed General 
Gaselee that in the meanwhile he should 
avoid using force except for the purpose 
of repelling aggression. 
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On the 20th, the alleged removal of the 


Russian boundary pillar having mean- | 


while occurred, we again telegraphed to 
our representative at Peking, instructing 
him that as it was alleged that British 
troops had encroached upon Russian 
territory and removed Russian boundary 
marks, and as there was a dispute as to 
the facts, we were ready to refer those 
facts to Count von Waldersee. or, indeed. 
to any court which Count von Waldersee 
desired to appoint for the purpose, on 
the understanding that if either side had 
been found to have committed an irregu- 
larity that side should offer suitable 
apology to the other. We added that, 
in our opinion, the construction of the 
siding. which we believed to be a matter 
of some lmportance to the allied forces, 
should continue, but under whatever 
conditions Count von Waldersee might 
think fit to impose. My Lords, [ am 
glad to say that we have heard this 
morning from our Ambassador at St. 
Petersburg that Count Lamsdorff had 
mentioned the matter to him and desired 
our Ambassador to propose immediately 
to His Majesty’s Government that we 
should agree to reserve all questions of 
title and proprietary rights for examina- 
tion between the two Governments. and 
that meanwhile we should at once send 
orders for the withdrawal on both sides 
of the troops at the disputed point so as 
to avoid the risk of accidents. 

Count Lamsdorff went on to say that 
the Russian Minister of War would tele- 
graph specific instructions in this sense 
it His Majesty's Government would agree 
to the proposal, and he ended by express- 
ing in very moderate and statesmanlike 
terms his desire to avoid any cause of 
friction between the two Governments. 
I need not say that we at once telegraphed 
expressing our entire concurrence in the 
views! Count Lamsdorff had expressed. 
the more so because those views were 
entirely in accord with the policy we had 
indicated in the telegrams, the substance 
ot which I have just read to your Lord- 
ships. We accordingly sent to our mili- 
tary authorities instructions to carry out 
a simultaneous withdrawal from the dis- | 
puted points. We added that we thought 


that it might be desirable that that with- 
drawal should be carried out to the 
satisfaction of Count von Waldersee, so 
that there might be no room for, or risk 
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of, misunderstanding on matters of detail. 
I hope the effect of the correspondence | 
have indicated goes to show that the 
incident is virtually at an end, and that 
what really was a very small matter of 
strictly local importance will not be 
allowed to disturb the relations between 
the two countries. 


INTOXICATING LIQUOR (SALE TO 
TRAVELLERS) BILL [H.1. }. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*THe Lorp Bishop or WINCHESTER : 

My Lords, I feel that perhaps some 
apology is due to your Lordships for 
intruding upon you with a request, a 
third time within eight days, that a 
Second Reading should be given to a Bill 
dealing with the liquor licensing laws. 
But, on the other hand, I think that 
anyone who is observant of the signs of 
the times, and especially of the signs of 
the times in both Houses of Parliament, 
will feel that there is a general desire 
at this moment that matters of this sort 
should be dealt with, and, further, a 
sense that if the Government does not 
take them up and make itself respon- 
sible for dealing with them, they can be 
best dealt with in a series of small 
sills rather than by attempting a 
large consolidating measure. The Bill 
to which I am now asking your 
Lordships to give a Second Reading aims 
at combating one specific evil, and one 
specific evil only. I hope it is not open in 
any way to the criticism which the noble 
Marque ss at the head of the Government 
brought the other night against some 
legislation proposed in this matter— 
namely, that it is apt. in trying to 
punish the guilty, to give undue incon- 
venience or hurt to the innocent. The 
speech of the noble Marquess last Thurs- 
day? was full of interest and suggestive- 
ness to those who are engaged in endea- 
vours of this kind. I do not desire now to 
discuss the principles which were then 
laid down as to the manner in which 
legislation on all these questions ought 
to proceed, because I hope that this Bill 
lies altogether outside the range of the 
noble Marquess’ s criticism on that ocea- 





+ See preceding volume of Debates, page 
1511. 
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sion. Barely and bluntly stated, the 
noble Marquess appeared to object to al- 
most all preventive legislation, as con- 
trasted with punitive legislation. I am 
quite sure the noble Marquess had no 
intention of making sosweeping a general- 
isation as that, and I am very certain 
that in his long Parliamentary experi- 
ence he has many and many a_ time 
given votes in favour of measures which 
have inflicted very real harm on innocent 


people for the time in view of the larger , 


interests involved, and of the greater 
gain that would ultimately be arrived at. 
I now pass to the Bill before your 
Lordships. Perhaps for a moment I may 
remind the House of what the existing 
law is on this matter. Throughout Eng- 
land and Wales there is virtually a large 
measure of Sunday closing obligatory 
upon licensed houses. The law, as your 
Lordships are aware, is that public-houses 
are to be closed on Sunday, withthe excep- 
tion that in London they may be open 
from one o'clock till three p.m., and from 
six to even p.-m., and in the country from 
12.30 to 2.30 p.m., and from six to ten 
p-m. Except for that, they are at this 
moment closed by law, and Lam not aware 
that any appreciable body of opinion 
exists in favour of a relaxation of that 
measure of closing which is now enforced. 
When Parliament enacted that public- 
houses should be closed to that extent, 
it was quite obvious that some provision 
had to be made to meet what might be 
the legitimate needs of persons travelling, 
either by road or rail, or otherwise. 
Therefore, in the Acts of 1872 and 1874 
itis provided specifically, not that a travel- 
ler, but—mark the phrase—a bona fide 
traveller, shall be provided with refresh- 
ment if he is more than three miles from 
home and applies for it, or if he applies 
for it at a railway station when starting 
by train or arriving. It is of some im- 
portance to notice the actual words. The 
Act of 1874 provides that its provisions 
“shall not preclude a licensee from sell- 
ing liquor at any time to bona fide travel- 
lers ’’—who are defined as having lodged 
three miles from the place of sale—nor 
shall they “ preclude the sale at any 
time at a railway station of intoxicating 
liquors to persons arriving at or departing 
from such station by railroad.” 
The intention of those clauses is obvious, 
and it seems to me most excellent ; but 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester. 


{LORDS} 
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what I hope to show is that the provisions 
laid down as to the legitimate relief of 
hona fide travellers are at this moment 
being grossly abused, and that the enact- 
ments Parliament has made are being 
flouted every Sunday by those who are 
taking advantage of provisions enacted 
for quite a different purpose. The evi- 
dence to that effect comes from literally 
every part of England and Wales, and it 
is absolutely accurate to say that both 
parties on the Royal Commission, and | 
ithink every member of the Royal Com- 
mission, recommended that some definite 
change should be made for meeting that 
specific evil. There is a mistake, for which 
I am bound to apologise to the House, in 
the Memorandum I prefixed to the Bill 
as explanatory of its provisions. I inad- 
vertently quoted, as my authority for 
saying that the Majority Report recom- 
mended such a change, a paragraph 
which refers only to Ireland; but it does 
not matter in the least degree, because a 
similar paragraph, which refers to Eng- 
land, goes not only as far, but even fur- 
ther. 1 will read it— 

“ We do not think it necessary to maintain 
the right of the bona fide traveller to be served 
during prohibited hours, but the needs of 
genuine excursionists cannot be entirely left 
out of sight. We consider that a limited 
number of licensed premises, where travellers 
may be served at specified hours, should be 
selected by the licensing authority, and that a 
special licence duty should be’ exacted in 
respect of this privilege. The statutory dis- 
tance might be extended to six miles.” 

These are the words of the majority of the 
Royal Commissioners, and you would 
expect, I think, inasmuch as that majority 
included some members who sat with the 
avowed object of protecting the interests 
of the trade, and particularly the interests 
of the retail trade, and that two of their 
members—Mr. Hyslop and Mr. Walker— 
signed a large number of reservations in 
regard to many of the recommendations 
ot the Report, to find this recommenda- 
tion objected to by them. But we do not 
reserva- 


| 


tion ’ runs as follows— 


“Tn numerous localities, in which the resi- 
dent population is but small, there are special 
circumstances connected with the habits of 
persons travelling, and so forth, which would 
render the shortening of the hours of opening 
on Sundays a source of the greatest incon- 
venience and irritation.’ 


We do not in this Bill, except in the most 
indirect way, suggest any shortening of 
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the hours of opening ; we suggest pro- 
visions respecting the hours when public- 
houses are closed to other people, butopen 
to the hona fide traveller. The practical 
unanimity of the Royal Commission on 
that point is really not wonderful, as the 
evidence before the Commission was 
overwhelming. I would ask your Lord- 
ships to notice two things—what it is 
that is happening at this moment, and, 
next, what we propose to do. What at 
this moment does happen? The law is 
meant to provide for the necessities of 
those who, from business or pleasure, 
are travelling on Sundays, but, as a fact, 
instead of people getting drink because 
they are travelling, they travel, if you 
ean use the word, to get drink ; in other 
words, they travel in order to evade the 
law which would otherwise press upon 
them. That seems to me a travesty and 
a mockery of the provisions which were 
laid down by Parliament for the comfort 
and convenience of those who might 
he travelling on Sundays. The difficulty 
in giving instances of the evil, as explained 
by the witnesses before the Royal Com- 
mission, is really to choose from among 
the witnesses. They are so numerous, 
and come from every part of the country 
with such a uniform tale as to the diffi- 
culties which arise, that the task before 
one is not to find evidence, but to make 
selections from it. I will refer to a few 
examples, purposely chosen from different 
parts of England. I would ask your 
Lordships to read, for example, the evi- 
dence of Colonel Moorsom, chief con- 
stable of Manchester, who describes the 
system of what is known as * three-mile 
houses’ and the mischief they do. 
1 turn to the south of England. 
A solicitor in Brighton, who has 
acted for the county police for ten years, 
and for the county council for the 
eastern division of the county, and who 
has had large experience in licensing 
matters, said— 

‘IT think I should abolish the bona fide 
traveller. I think the law at present operates 
most undesirably. A great many of those 
persons who are served as Lona fide travellers 
are in no sense of the term bona fide 
travellers, but merely loating about for the 
purpose of getting Sunday drinks, and I think 
they are a nuisance to the licensees and to the 
neighbourhood. There are a great many of 


the better class (licensees) who would be 
very desirous of seeing him abolished. I have 


certainly heard that opinion expressed by 
several of them.” 
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To go to another part of England, I will 

quote the opinion of Mr. Charles Roun- 
dell, who not only has had experience as a 
Cheshire magistrate and as a member of 
the House of Commons, but who was 
specially selected as Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Magistrates of Cheshire 
appointed to consider this particular 
subject. He said— 


“ For the three-miles limit I would substitute 
a six-miles limit, but [ would go further still, 
and [ would abolish the bona fide traveller. | 
believe him to be a fraud, and simply a pre- 
tence for getting drink. It isa most serious 
public evil.” 


I now goto Yorkshire. Mr. John Thorn- 
ton, clerk to the justices of Leeds, said— 


“ The distance of three miles seems to me to 
be quite inadequate to meet the case. Persons 
go from one part of the town to another simply 
to make use of these houses.” 


Mr. William Beilby, superintendent of 
police, West Riding, Yorkshire, said— 


“T instructed a sergeant and some constables 
to visit five licensed houses and one beer- 
house in a village about three miles from 
Sheftield, and they took over fifty names one 
Sunday, not one of whom we were able to 
trace afterwards. They were all persons 
resident in Sheffield. On a subsequent Sun- 
day, in the same houses, the police found one 
hundred and eleven persons drinking. They 
all alleged they were bona fide travellers, but 
on being asked by the police what their 
business was, the universal reply was that 
they had gone to get a drink.” 


Mr. Beilby stated that the same state of 
things existed in other places from his 
experience. He added— 


‘*In Bradford men would enter a public- 
house at 12.30 and drink uring the legal 
opening hours till 2.30, would catch a train at 
3.8 p.m. to eT just three miles away, and 
drink there till 6 p.m. ; and then catch the 
6 p.m. train back to Bradford. In many in- 
stances, to my own knowledge, men have 
drank from 12.30 till closing time, 10 p.m.” 


That is the evidence of a superintendent 
of police in Yorkshire. Mr.  Beilby 


_ added that the bona fide traveller was the 


cause of much disorder in the streets 
in the evening. To come nearer home, 
I will quote from the evidence of Superin- 
tendent Lucas, of the Clapham Division 
of the Metropolitan Police. He said— 

« A number of persons in my district call 
themselves bona fide travellers, but they are 
really men who go out on the tram or ‘bus on 
Sunday morning for the purpose of getting 
drink. They travel the limit of three miles, 
and, of course, have a right to be served.” 
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I hope your Lordships will notice that 
all this is evidence, not of those who could 
be described as temperance enthusiasts, 
but of officials who are bound to look into 
the matter from a public point of view. 
If these people were genuine excursionists 
I for one should wish in every possible way 
to meet their reasonable requirements. 
It is not with the least desire of enacting 
a sweeping measure of closing public- 
houses on Sunday that | am advocating 
this Bill, but I ask anyone that reads 
that evidence—I have only taken  speci- 
mens which could be multiplied ad 
lihitum—to say whether these are the 
people who were contemplated when 
the provisions were made to meet the 
requirements ot the bona fide traveller. 
One gentleman. who gave evidence from 
Leytonstone. Essex. said 

**T question whether the bona fide traveller 
exists. Speaking from our standpoint, he is 
not a bone fide traveller. 1 think it would 
puzzle anybody—the publicans themselves 
admit it to me—to find in our district on 
Sunday a fone fide traveller in the sense in 
which I think the Act meant it.” 


I need not labour the point, because the 
evidence is clear that in the opinion of the 
witnesses the evil is a real one, and one 
that requires some drastic remedy. 

With regard to railway refreshment 
rooms, the law. as | have mentioned, 
is that a man can be served if arriving 
or departing by train. But the way in 
which this is worked is that a penny 
ticket is taken by a large number of 
people, who immediately call for drink 
on the ground that they are. or mean to 
be, travelling by railway, and in some 
eases they make a journey of a few miles 
and at each end of the journey call 
upon those in charge of the refreshment 
room to provide them with such retresh- 
ment as they want. because, forsooth ! 
they are bona fide travellers. 


Such. my Lords. are the facts. What 
do we propose! Not what these 
witnesses whom I have quoted ask 
for—the abolition of the bona fide 


traveller; not even what the Minority 
feport ask for. I simply ask that, in 
accordance with the recommendation 
in the Majority Report, we should in- 
crease the distance from three miles to 
six miles, and--although the distance is 
not specified in the Report of the Royal 
Commission—that every railway traveller | 
The Lord Bishop of Winchester. 


{LORDS} 
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should travel twenty-five miles before 
he is entitled to claim to be served with 
refreshments as a bona fide traveller. 
We further propose that in each distriet 
the licensing authority should have 
power—again in accordance with the 
Majority Report—to select certain houses 
which should, on payment of an addition 
to their licensing fee. be — specially 
licensed to serve the bona fide traveller. 
That is what the trade members of the 
Royal Commission themselves voted for, 
and it seems obvious that there cannot 
be any great hardship inflicted on the 
trade if effect is given to this recom- 
mendation. Willit, then. my Lords, inflict 
any hardship on the genuine excur- 
sionist 2? After much searching in the 
many volumes I cannot find any evidence 
in support of the contention that in- 
convenience will be caused on that 
side. There are those who say they do 
not see the need of such a change, but 
no specific inconvenience which would 
be caused is pointed out. There was one 
witness on behalf of the trade to whose 
evidence I ought, perhaps. in fairness to 
call attention. Mr. C. Deakin, a licensed 
victualler, who occupies many oficial 
posts in connection with licensed vic- 
tuallers’ associations, was evidently im- 
pressed by the dishonesty of the present 


He sald 


“TIT think the words ‘hone fide’ should be 
taken out of the Act, and the word ‘ traveller’ 
only should be used; that any person who 
has travelled three miles should be entitled to 
refreshment if he requires it. No one can 
deny that they are, at all events, travellers.’ 


system. 


That is clear, but we should not be in any 
way furthering the desire of Parliament 
if we followed this advice. Mr. Deakin 
was asked— 

“Tf aman takes a twopenny tram and goes 
three miles, or takes a threepenny ticket and 
goes by train for the purpose of getting drink, 
is he thereby constituted a traveller ? 

And the answer which the witness gave 
was— 

“Yes, I think a man who goes three miles 
should be called a traveller. 


I would ask your Lordships to: remember 
that those who thus travel find the 
public-houses wherever they go open 
from 12.30 to 2.30 in the day and from 
6 to 10 at night. or in London from 
one to three and from six to eleven 
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One witness after another said this ought 
to suffice absolutely for the legitimate 
needs of those who are travelling, and I 
fail to find any evidence on the other 
side. I feel most strongly that this pro- 
vision of the Act of Parliament is being 
made a farce of, utterly twisted from its 
original intention, and flouted in the 
face of magistrates and other authorities 
throughout the land. That has an 
indirect as well asa direct harmful 
result. It does not merely result in the 
evil against which the Act was intended 
to provide. It leads to an attitude towards 
legislative enactments in these matters 
which seems to me distinctly pernicious, 
and one which we ought, if possible, to 
prevent. [ am not asking vour Lord- 
ships to legislate now upon new lines. I did 
so last Thursday, and the noble Marquess, 
the Prime Minister, told us we had not 
gone tar enough. 


THe PRIME MINISTER ann LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALIs- 
BURY): But you were reasonable then. 


*THe Lorp Bishop or WINCHESTER: 
[ am glad the noble Marquess thinks 
we were What we did 
then. reasonable or not, was to ask for 
something new. the provision of a black 
list. and I hope we that 
provision on the Statute Book before 
We only ask to-night 
tor such an enactment as will preserve the 
intention of the existing law. I am 
perfectly prepared it this measure goes 
into Committee, to accept amendments 
with regard to details. [ do not profess 
to say that the details are not, in many 
of their words, challengeable. I have 
read the document circulated to your 
Lordships by the trade, and there are 
certain points in it which are worthy of 
consideration. We suggest that the jus- 
tices should have absolute discretion, and 
that there should be no appeal from them: 
but if that provision were struck out | 
should not feel that the Bill was greatly 
harmed. The same remark would apply 
to the minimum of twenty-five miles 
distance by rail, and points of that kind. 
[ am quite willing to accept Amendments 
on those points in Committee. But we 
do want this Bill in its essence and 
general drift. Not only is Parliament 
at this moment being literally put to 


reasonable. 


may see 


the session ends. 
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despite, but the existing state of things 
is a source of incalculable harm. 


(Sale to Travellers), 


Moved, that the Bill be now read 2% 
(The Lord Bishop of Winchester.) 


LorD NORTON : My Lords, the right 
rev. Prelate boasts that he is proposing 
nothing new. I wish he was proposing 
something new. He has shown how 
futile the existing provision of the law is, 
and he proposes a provision which will be 
quite as much open to evasion. What 
we ought to do is not to place ingenious 
impediments in the way of people getting 
drunk, but to deal with drunkenness as a 
public nuisance. | agree with the right 
rev. Prelate that the country is most 
anxious at this moment to deal with this 
subject, that there is a feeling in the 
country that nothing could be more 
unsatisfactory than the existing state of 
the law: but I do not agree with him 
that the teeling of the country is that the 
law should not be consolidated on general 
principles. 


*TuHe Lorp Bishop orp WINCHESTER : 
I entirely agree with my noble triend. 
The feeling of the country is in favour 
of that, and in favour of it being done by 
His Majesty's Government. 


*Lorp NORTON: What the country 
wants is not piecemeal legislation and a 
patching up of the existing law. The 
right rev. Prelate began his speech by 
apologising for having introduced three 
Bills of this character in the course ot the 
last fortnight. Only vesterday, in a 
another place, there was a long debate 
upon a Bill to prevent the sale of liquor 
to children. The consequence of this 
patchwork legislation will be absolute 
contusion, so that nobody will know what 
the law is, and there will be reaction 
against the very object which you 
have in view. The right rev. Prelate 
instanced the working of the existing 
law with regard to bona fide travellers, 
and showed how not only evasion, but 
reaction is created. The law is not only 
evaded, but resistance is absolutely 
invited by such a provision. Moreover, 
it further complicates the compensation 
question. It is the abuse, and not the 


use, of drink which the Legislature ought 
to deal with, but the whole object of 
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recent legislation 
down the use of liquor, and it is hoped 
in this way to arrive not at temperance, 
but at abstinence. I object to the phrase 
“intoxicating drinks,” because liquors 
only become intoxicating when their use 
is abused. You might just as well call 
water a drowning fluid. Drink should 
be sold at proper times and places, as it 
is wanted. 

Public-houses guilty of allowing drun- 
kenness, rioting, or adulteration of drink 
should be punished by inflicting penalties 
appropriate to the offence, and by the 
severest penalty the law now enforces— 
namely, the forfeiture of licences—when 
these offences are repeated, which would 
shut up a number the present system 
has viciously multiplied. What the law 
should provide against is the illegitimate 
demand for drink, not legitimate use. 
There is no reason why public-houses, 
so checked by the law, should become 
dangerous places. In parts of the 
Report of the Royal Commission we 
were warned against familiarising people 
with publie-houses, if they were 
necessarily wicked places. There is no 
reason why public-houses, if legitimately 
conducted, should be anything more 
than ordinary refreshment rooms ; and 
I would appeal tothe noble Earl opposite, 
Lord Spencer, who himself is a publican 
to a very considerable extent, for he has 
public-houses in six parishes, of which he 
is entire owner, whether those public- 
houses are unfit places for a child to go to, 
or for any traveller to resort toat proper 


as 


times. I protest against this patchwork 
legislation. The proposition of the right 


rev. Prelate is just as much open to 
objection as the law he seeks to amend ; 
and, as the Government have more or 
less promised to deal with this question on 
a large scale, | hope he will see his way to 
postpone the Bill, or, if he wishes to keep 
it alive, hang it up, until the Government 
introduce this larger Bill for dealing in 
a comprehensive way with the subject. 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, I think 
those of your Lordships who have read 
this Bill, or have listened to the speeches 
that have been already delivered upon it, 
will agree that it stands in a very different 
category to the two Bills which the 


right rev. Prelate introduced the other | 


night, and which were read a second 


Lard Norton. 


{LORDS} 


seems to be to put|time by general assent. 
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Those two 
Bills were accepted practically unani- 
mously, while it is clear that this Bill 
raises very strong differences of opinion. 
I am not disposed to waste any arguments 
on the point to which the greater part 
of the right rev. Prelate’s speech was 
directed — namely, the unsatisfactory 
character of the person who has been 
created by statute a Lona fide traveller, 
No doubt, a certain number of people 
who take advantage of the Act are in no 
sense bona fide travellers ; but how does 
the right rev. Prelate propose to deal 
with the matter? He proposes, in the 
first place, to extend the limit from three 
miles to six. I venture to think that he 
has not shown that in making this sugges- 


,tion he is doing anything to meet the 


objections he has himself quoted. No 
doubt the man who goes.six miles would 
be rather more a bona fide traveller than 
the man who goes three miles; but | 
would ask your Lordships to remember 
that since the bona fide traveller was 
created the methods of travelling have 
been greatly changed, and that now in 
the neighbourhood of all the large towns 
flocks of bicycles and motor-cars are to 
be seen on Sundays skimming along at 
between twelve and fourteen miles an 
hour, and I cannot see how it can be said 
logically that six miles is the proper limit. 
The faet is, you are begging the question 
entirely by fixing a six-miles limit. It 
you wish to deal with this on any principle 
which can be a permanent solution, you 
must look further than to an alteration 
of the limit from three miles to six miles. 
I agree that the Bill differentiates between 
different methods of travelling. The 
Bill proposes that no one who is travelling 
less than twenty-five miles by rail shall 
be served during prohibited hours. | 
would venture to ask on what principle 
is that suggested, when a man who rides 
a bicycle or in a motor-car is left practi- 
cally where he was before ? 

The Government do not feel that they 
would be justified in giving their assent 
to a measure which alters the law upon 
this small point, unless that alteration 
is likely to prove a satisfactory and 
permanent solution, and this solution 
certainly will not prove so. With regard 
to the railway clause, providing that a 
man must travel twenty-five miles before 
he can get refreshments, I would ask, 
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How is it to be enforced 2? 
to enforce it 2? Are there to be detectives 
on each railway station to find out 
whether a man asking for a drink has 
travelled twenty-five miles? or are the 
ladies in charge of the refreshment rooms 
to add to their other qualifications the 
art of cross-examining travellers on the 
subject, or to judge themselves how far a 
man has travelled, or is about to travel ? 
A clause of this sort is open at once to the 
objection that it will be constantly 
evaded. A man may walk five miles by 
road to the station, and then travel 
twenty miles by train, but in neither case 
would he be able to get a drink, although 
he may have been much longer on his 
journey than the man who had travelled 
twenty-five miles by train. He would be 
liable to a penalty of five pounds if he 
asked for a drink at the railway station, 
but, under this Bill, he might go into the 
neighbouring hotel—which is very often 
practically the same establishment, the 
railway bar being connected with it— 
and there obtain the refreshment, because 
he is six miles from home, and the law 
could not touch him. However desirable 
it is to make some alteration in the law 
with regard to railway stations, you will 
not achieve your object by this Bill. | 
was surprised to find it stated in the 
Memorandum of the Bill that this clause 
is intended to give effect to the recom- 
mendations of the Majority and Minority 
Reports of the Royal Commission. — It 
that is so, | can only say that the intention 
is not carried out by the provisions of the 
Bill. To take this particular proposal, 
the Majority Report said nothing about 
a limit of twenty-five miles, and the 
Minority Report, while admitting the 
evil, made proposals entirely different 
from those in the present Bill. The 
Minority Report said that railway com- 
panies should be required to draw up 
regulations for the approval of the Board 
oi Trade, and that these should include 
precautions against the indiscriminate 
sale of intoxicating liquors at their railway 
stations ; and I would say that, knowing 
something about the management of 
railways, | should have much more con- 
fidence in such regulations than in the 
present haphazard proposals. 
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There is one other important point. 
lhe Bill proposes to give absolute power 
and discretion to the licensing authori- 
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ties, not only to select what houses in 
their districts should be opened to bona 
fide travellers, and to prevent all the other 
houses being open to bona fide travellers 
at all, but to arrange the hours during 
which these houses should be opened, the 
conditions on whichthey should be opened, 
and a number of other things which the 
clause specifically refers to, and, as the Bill 
is drawn, all this without any power of 
appeal. I notice that the right rev. Prelate 
has already thrown over the provision 
which does not allow power of appeal. 
He has expressed himself as willing to 
accept alterations and modifications in 
the measure, but what | would point out 
is, that this is an entirely novel proposal. 
It proposes not only to grant local option, 


but to give the licensing authorities 
absolute discretion, without specifying 


any principles upon which they are to 
act, or compelling them to give any 
reasons for the course which they propose 
to follow. There is also this difficulty 
with regard to opening only certain houses 
for a certain time for the purpose of being 
used by travellers. How on earth is a 
traveller who comes from a neighbouring 
county to know what the are 
which have been selected to be kept open 
by the licensing authority, and what the 
hours are! I find inthe Majority Report 
special mention of the inconvenience 
which would arise if the hours of opening 
and closing are left to the discretion of the 
licensing authorities. They say— 


houses 


“ Many temperance reformers advocate that 
the question of hours should be placed within 
the discretion of the licensing authority, but 
it would lead to vublic inconvenience if the 
regulations as to hours of closing should vary 
according to the views of each licensing 
authority, in some cases exercising their 
powers in small areas.” 

I am well aware that that refers to the 
general hours of opening and closing, but 
if that is true with regard to general 
hours, it is still more true with regard 
to the particular class of houses under 
discussion. On the whole, dealing with 
the general provisions of the Bill, 1 am 
instructed to say that the Government 
do not see their way to support the Second 
Reading of the Bill. Although they 
admit there are evils. which have been 
pointed out by the Commission and by 
the right rev. Prelate, they do not believe 
that this Bill deals with those evils in a 
way which is likely to be a practical or 
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permanent solution of the question. It 
is very difficult todraw the line. It may be 
that the law as it at present stands does 
not draw it exactly at the right place, 
but the Government deprecate peddling 


with these small questions unless they are | 


pertectly satisfied that the proposals are 
likely to be satisfactory, and are able or 
likely to be enforced without giving rise 
to evasion and dissatisfaction. 


The Earn or ABERDEEN: My 
Lords, | have no doubt your Lordships 
listened with every attention to the 


speech of the noble Lord who has just ' 


sat down. When he stated that the 
Government recognise that there are 
anomalies and objections in regard to 
the administration of this portion of 
the licensing laws I thought that pos- 
sibly he would go on to say that. recog- 
nising that fact, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment contemplated bringing in a measure 
dealing with the question, because they 
did not think the present measure ade- 
quate. But we had no such indication, 
and I cannot help feeling that the state- 
ment made by the Government will 
he received with much disappointment 
throughout the country, for, as the 
right rev. Prelate remarked. the whole 
question has occupied great attention. 
There is expectation that something 
must shortly be done. The fact that 
the right rev. Prelate stated that he 
was prepared to assent to modifications 
in some parts of the Bill ought not to 
be regarded as a sign of want of earnest- 
ness or conviction on his part, but 
simply as a recognition of the great 
difficulties attached to any legislation 
at all on this subject. 

In the absence of any large and com- 
prehensive measure, it is only reasonable 
that an attempt should be made to deal 
with the question, if only in detail. 1 
fail to see how the Bill will affect the 
riders and drivers of cycles and motor- 
because the extension will not 
touch them in the least. Sixty miles 
would not deter them. The object of 
the Bill is that if we cannot altogether 
secure a bona fide traveller, we can, 
at any rate, secure one more so than at 
present. I am aware that representa- 
tions rather deprecating the main pro- 
visions of the Bill have been made by 
the trade, and I fully admit that a good 


cars, 


Lord Belper. 


{LORDS} 
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deal is to be said on behalf of those en- 
gaged in the sale of liquor. In any 
case, those persons have a very short 
Sunday, and it seems hard that their 
few hours of leisure should be invaded 
by sham and bogus travellers. I trust 
that the Bill will receive the support 
of many of your Lordships. It is cer- 
tainly supported by many in the country, 
who feel that. if we cannot get a large 
measure of legislation, something is 
better than nothing. 


*Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN : My 
Lords. I venture to submit that the 
argument which was addressed to the 
House by my noble friend Lord Belper 
is not one which ought to influence 
your Lordships to reject this Bill. What 
was the case which the right rev. Prelate 
made? He showed that the bona fide 
traveller was an undoubted evil. to deal 
with which something must be done, 
and he said there were two ways ot 
dealing with theevil. Either you might 
abolish the bona fide traveller, or else 
introduce some legislation of this kind 
which would extend the distances which 
at present define and constitute a ona 
fide traveller. How did the noble Lord 
who spoke for the Government meet 
that? He began by saying he would 
not enter into the character of the bona 
fide traveller. He was most wise in that 
decision. Indeed. [| think the noble 
Lord rather hinted that he was aware 
that the bona fide traveller was by no 
means a traveller bona fide. And then 
he went on to ask what this Bill 
amounted to, and stated that to increase 
the distance from three to six miles 
was only a peddling proposal. I think 
there are many people who would in- 
finitely prefer to walk three than six 
miles, and I think that the provision to 
extend the distance both by road and 
rail will have a wholesome effect. 

I was struck by the observation of 
my noble friend Lord Belper that this 
measure does not contain any provisions 
which are likely to bring about a perma- 


nent solution of the question. At all 
events, it does something. Are the 


Government prepared to bring in a 
Bill which will do more, which will 
abolish the bona fide traveller ? because, 
if so, I am sure that the friends of this 
Bill will be only too glad to support 
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657 Tntoxicating Liquor 
such a measure when they see it. It is 
all very well to talk about legislating 
on this temperance question in a piece- 
meal manner. I submit that there is 
no other way of dealing with it. If you 
bring in a large measure the opponents 
of one clause add their forces to the 
opponents of another, and the very 
length of the Bill contributes to its 
defeat. It is impossible, consequently, 
that any Bill which embraces all the 
subjects relating to the temperance 
question, of which so many, as we know, 
are contentious, can pass into law. The 
objections which Lord Belper took to 
this Bill seem to me to be objections for 
Committee. IL am sure | for one would 
be perfectly ready to accept regulations 
drawn up by iny noble friend. I do 
not know anyone more likely to draw 
up sensible regulations ; but that diffi- 
culty is one which we can discuss and 
deal with in Committee; and if the 
milway companies are ready to draw 
up these regulations I think it is very 
likely that the right rev. Prelate would 
be prepared to accept any reasonable 
proposal that might be made in that 
direction. We want to do something 
inthis matter. There isa strong feeling 
throughout the country on these ques- 
tions, and if we cannot solve them all 
at one time—l for one do not believe 
we can—let us, at all events, solve some 
of them, and this is essentially one 
branch of the problem with which your 
Lordships might be easily able to deal. 
THe Lorp ArcHBIsSHOP OF CANTER- 
BURY : My Lords, | think that in the 
course of this debate it has not been 
sufficiently borne in mind that the bona 
fide traveller does not exist except on 
Sundays, and that even on Sundays he 
can always obtain refreshments during 
the hours when the public-houses are 
ordinarily open. We have not yet closed 
the public-houses all through the day, and 
this provision only applies to the intervals 
between. If a traveller cannot wait 
during those intervals, he must really 
be so fond of his liquor that he is not far 
trom being the sort of person who ought 
to be checked. Very often, in addition 
to the mischief he does by disturbing 
the more sober inhabitants—not at all 
an uncommon thing—he desecrates the 
Sabbath. Why should we have any 
difference between Sundays and week 
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days in this matter? Why have we any 
legislation at all by which the publc- 
houses are prevented from being open all 
the day long?) Why is it that there s 
interference by the supreme authority 
of the nation with the way in which 
people are to gratify their wants, or their 
fancied wants, if there is no reason why 
we should interfere with them! The 
reason why public-houses are closed at 
all on Sundays, except within definite 
hours, is clear enough. It is part of the 
same legislation which endeavours to 
provide that the Day of Rest shall indeed 
be a day of rest, and shall not be dese- 
crated, as it very often is, so far as we can 
prevent it. 

The drink evil interferes very much 
with that observance of Sunday which is 
an important part of the habit of this 
country. | think we should find that 
it would be a very serious evil to the 
whole nation if the general respect for the 
Sunday were to be broken down, and 
there is nothing which breaks it down 
more effectually than to have drinking 
bouts here and there and people arriving 
home from some excursion or journey in 
a tipsy state, and who, in the presence of 
all their neighbours, flout the proper 
feeling with which Sunday is regarded 
This feeling ought not to be flouted 
simply because some people cannot wait 
a little longer till the public-houses are 
opened. That the evil is considerable we 
have very strong evidence, and that the 
present law, whilst professing to restrain 
it, does not really restrain it as it should 
be restrained, is equally clear. This is a 
small Bill, no doubt, but it professes to 
make some improvement in the working 
of the existing law, and that it will make 
some improvement I do not think there 
can be any question at all. The Bill may 
be open to considerable modifications, 
and those who support the Bill, as I do 
myself, will be quite willing to assent to 
such modifications if they are proposed 
in Committee. All the objections I have 
heard against the Bill are really objections 
that ought to be dealt with in Committee, 
and not on the Second Reading. If it 
could be said that the Bill could not 
effect any improvement, there would be 
a legitimate cause for voting against it ; 
but I venture to say it will effect a very 
real improvement, and I trust your 
Lordships will not lightly cast it aside. 
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Tue Lorp ArcupisHop oF YORK: 
My Lords, we have been told to-night 
that there is nothing to be gained by 
these attempts at what is called patchwork 
legislation, or, as the Government prefer 
to call it, peddling legislation, and that 
the only thing to do is to pass a general 
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measure. It the Government will 
take the matter up and bring in a' 


measure, | am sure the peddling legisla- 
tion will subside and wait. 1 remember 
five years ago introdueng a_ peddling 
piece of legislation myself for restricting 
the hours during which public-houses 
should be open on Sundays. The noble 
Duke the Lord President of the Council 
then told me that the Government were 
appointing a Royal Commission to deal 
with this subject, and it would be a pity 
to introduce a small measure of that kind 
until the Commission had reported ; but 
now the Commission has reported, and if 
there is to be no great measure introduced 
surely peddiing legislation has a right to 
he heard. 

The noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government knows that it would be 
quite impossible for any private Member 
to introduce any such legislation as has 
been indicated. If it is to be introduced 
at all, it must be introduced by the 
Government, and it seems to me unrea- 
sonable that the Government, 
who alone could pass a large measure, 
will not do anything, those who wish to 
do something should be prevented from 
doing what they can. If that criticism 
is a reasonable one it would be equally 


because 


reasonable to say of the unhappy war | 


that we are now carrying on, “ Why are 
all these partial attacks made here and 
there? Why do you not join together 
and sweep the Boers off the face of the 
earth?” That resembles the kind of 
criticism with which these measures are 
received in your Lordships’ House. 
those who have the power will not intro- 
duce a Bill, I think individual Members 
of the House are perfectly justified in 
doing what they can to remedy what are 
very serious and very real evils; and [ 
hope the Bill of my right rev. brother 
will be read a second time. 


{LORDS} 


If | 





(Sule to Travellers). 660 


end for which it is brought in. I attach 
no importance whatever to the appeal 
of the noble Lord that we should at 
least do something. Lord Melbourne 
used to say that there was no more de- 
plorable state of mind for public legis. 
lators to get into than to conceive the 
idea that they ought to do something 
without any very clear idea what that 
something was. That, I think, is the 
case with much of this temperance legis- 
lation. There is a great deal of evil, 
but it does not follow that every measure, 
large or small, introduced for the pur- 
pose of checking that evil will have that 
result, and it does not appear to me that 
this has been made out in the present 
instance. At present people who have 
not travelled three miles on Sunday are 
excluded from a public-house during 
prohibited hours, and cannot obtain the 
refreshment they desire to have. If 
they have gone more than three miles 
they can obtain it. But if the Bill passes 
they will not be able to obtain it until 
they have six miles. Consider 
what those distances mean to a large 
part of the population. 

The noble Lord says His Majesty's 
Government would not like to walk six 
miles a day. I entirely sybscribe to his 
opinion, and in that we are very much 
like a large number of our countrymen. 
Three miles very effective limit. 
But everybody does not walk, and the 
class that seeks to obtain this liquor, I 
take it, is a little higher than the class 
that would confine itself entirely and 
exclusively to walking. Up to very 
recently, I imagine, carts and horses had 
something to do with that part of the 
population who, it is said, congregate 
at these public-houses on Sunday. Now, 
with the progress of invention, they are 
no longer confined to that means of loco- 
motion. I think the noble Lord oppo- 
site referred with some contempt to 
bicycles. 


been 


IS a 


*THe Eart oF ABERDEEN : No, with 


respect. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: | 


'do not know whether he bicycles himself, 


Tre Marquess or SALISBURY: My 
Lords, I do not blame the Bill simply 
because it is a small one, but because it 
seems to me to be ill-adapted to gain the | 

{ 





but I think he draws his analogies too 
much from the class to which he himself 
belongs. The bicycle is spreading very 
far down in the social seale, it is becoming 
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cheaper every day, and that is a change 
that cannot be ignored. Now in the 
case of a bicycle we know that six miles 
are not much more than three. 


*THe Earn or ABERDEEN: I said 


sixty miles would not deter a bicyclist. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: I 
think the noble Lord is taking an exag- 
gerated view. In my part of the country 
they are not as thirsty as that. I believe 
six miles will be no barrier at all, and, 
being no barrier, it will be the cause of 
dispute and of uncertainty to the police 
authorities. Really the law even as it 
stands is ambiguous and unintelligible, 
and when it has been manipulated by 
the right rev. Prelate it will enjoy those 
jualities in a much more marked degree. 
Ido not see any prospect of advancing 
by this Bill the one object that we ought 
tohave in view—namely, the prevention 
of drunkenness. It strikes me very 
much that drunkenness has tumbled out 
ot this discussion altogether. I think 
one noble Lord did express a desire to 
prevent drunkenness, but as a rule the 
expressed object was to prevent the con- 
sumption of alcoholic liquor, and as long 
as that was done, no matter whether 
the consumption was in excess or in 
moderation, the great object was to have 
ben attained. Can one imagine how 
sich an arrangement would work— 
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opinion of the people with you. There 
is a very great dislike on the part of many 
people to this perpetual interference, 
and a much greater dislike to subjecting 
their necks to the pitiless Puritan yoke. 
I feel sure that this legislation will not 
be popular in the widest sense; and 
though the people whom it affects are 
not accustomed to take action through 
large organisations, yet the result of the 
legislation will be to do that very thing 
which was deprecated by the right rev. 
Prelate—namely, to disincline them to 
the provisions of the law, to inspire them 
with a desire to evade it, and to banish 
from their minds any sympathy with the 
objects, aims, or methods of the legis- 
lators. | think the object which you 
are seeking is trivial in the extreme. 
You are producing a great deal of dis- 
turbance with very little result, and re- 
member that all the result which you 
do produce—it is not large—is produced 
at the expense of the sober consumer. 
It is he whom you have to surround 
with impediments and difficulties in 
order to trip up the occasional drunkard 
for whom you are on the watch. That 
will not make the law popular. If | 
were to put forward a view of my own 


(Sale to Travellers). 


'—and it is only my own view—I contess 


that where the object of your legislation. 
as in this case, is to avoid disturbance 


'and uproar that may be unpleasant to 


that nobody might drink at a refresh-_ 


ment room unless he had_ travelled 
twenty-five miles or was going to do so? 
| imagine everyone would be going to 
travel twenty-five miles. This 
lead to disputes. 
make such a regulation would inflict 
the greatest hardship in some cases. 
Think what it would mean to be dropped 
at a railway station, and, having lost a 


|them settle the matter 


would | 
It is evident that to | 


train, and having to wait a long time, 


for another, to sit there hour after hour 
and be told that you are not to have a 
drop of refreshment unless you get into 
i first-class carriage and go twenty-five 
niles. [ cannot imagine that such a 
provision would be enforced by reason- 
able people. 

And that really brings me to what in 
iy judgment is the weakness of all 
your present policy. You are carrying 


a vehement and well-organised section | direction. 
with you, but you are not carrying the | the Second Reading of the Bill ; but if the 


the people of the locality, your wisest 
course is to place the power in the hands 
of the people of the locality, and to let 
for themselves. 
I believe that is the only way in which 


this one particular question can be 
settled. 
THE Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF YORK: 


That is local option. 


THE Marquess of SALISBURY : Local 
option is a very good thing in many 
places. I am not now advocating 


‘local option generally for all these sub- 


jects ; but where the matter at issue is 
the comfort and welfare of the people of 
the particular locality, they ought to be 


| consulted, and it is only from them that 


you can get wise and useful guidance. | 
think this measure a very small one, and, 
as far as it goes, a measure in the wrong 
Therefore I cannot support 
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right rev. Prelate will enter into the 
question in rather a broader and more 
philosophic spirit, especially if he will 
banish that secret lurking desire which 
impels so many who support this Bill to 
come forward—namely, the lurking 
desire to prevent the consumption of 
aleoholie liquor—if he and they will 
confine their efforts to the prevention of 
drunkenness, | do not think there will be 
any insuperable difficulty in dealing 
with a question of this kind. You ask me 
to promise to deal with this question. 
Look across the hall, and I ask you 
whether it is any good promising a 
measure of this kind. There are many 
measures which must attract the atten- 
tion of His Majesty's Government before 
they can deal with a measure of this 
kind. The impediments, which I need 
not dwell on, are far too great at present. 
I merely make these observations that 
you should not say that I abandon all 
hope of dealing with these difficulties 
hereafter. 1 think that they will be dealt 
with, but they can only be dealt with by 
people who are single-hearted in the 
effort to stop drunkenness, and who do 
not mix it with the further desire to 
exterminate a perfectly legitimate indul- 


gence. 


EarL SPENCER: My Lords, we on 
this bench very often differ from the 
occupants of the right rev. Bench on 
many questions brought beforethe House. 
We always regret that, but on this ocea- 
sion | think it is incumbent on us to 
express a lay view in support of the pro- 
posal of the right rev. Prelate. The Bill 
is a movement in the direction of reform 
which, though small, will have consider- 
able effect. The noble Marquess who has 
just sat down spoke against the measure, 
and said it would be practically evaded. 
I venture to think that the noble Mar- 
quess is wrong. If the argument of the 
noble Marquess goes to prove anything, 
it is that the bona fide traveller should be 
altogether done away with. I am not 
prepared to say that. There is no doubt 
that new and different conditions of tra- 
velling have come about with the intro- 
duction of motor-cars, bicycles, and tri- 
cycles, and it is because that is so that it 
is impossible at the present time alto- 
gether to do away with the bona fide 
traveller. I think it would be unjust to 


The Marquess of Sulisbury. 


{LORDS} 
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leave those who seek fresh air on Sundays 
to obtain refreshment only during the 
hours when public-houses are open. 

The noble Marquess has given us his 
views, and in listening to them I almost 
thought he had given his adherence to a 
principle for which many of us have been 
severely attacked—namely, the prin- 
ciple of — local option. Though he 
guarded himself by saying that he was not 
in tavour of it generally, he said he would 
apply the principle to this particular 
grievance. | rejoice to find that, even in 
such a small way, the noble Marquess has 
gone so far towards the principle of local 
option, It is true that this is a small 
measure, but it will certainly put this 
matter on a better footing than it is now. 
We all know what abuses attend the 
hona fide traveller exemption, and there 
is a general desire to diminish those evils : 
and, notwithstanding what the noble 
Marquess has said, I believe the Bill will 
go a long way in checking drunkenness. 
It has been said that there will be great 
difticulty in carrying out these changes, 
but the right rev. Prelate is quite willing 
to listen to suggestions and modifica- 
tions in the provisions of the Bill, and 
theretore that need be no objection. | 
cannot see why there should be any 
greater difficulty in carrying out. the 
limits in this Bill than there is in carrying 
out the present limits. For these reasons 
I shall certainly support the right rev. 
Prelate if he goes to a division. 


*Tue Lorp Bishop or HEREFORD 
My Lords, I am sure I am only voicing a 
general feeling which will prevail in the 
country when [ express the profoundest 
disappointment and regret that we have 
not had from the noble Marquess any in- 
dication of what His Majesty's Govern- 
ment intend to do. | confess that this is 
a Bill to which I am personally not very 
much attached, as I do not eare for these 
small and peddling bits of legislation. 
Taking the Bill, however, on its merits, | 
believe it will tend to strengthen the 
existing law. I am certain that it would 
be difficult to find in either House of Par- 
liament any Member who would venture 
to propose the abrogation of the provision 
which the right rev. Prelate proposed to 
strengthen, and no one can live in the 
country without feeling that this Bill. if 
passed, will confer a very real benefit on 
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many persons in certain neighbourhoods. 
My reason for interposing, however, is to 
endeavour to get from the noble Marquess 
an indication of the intention of the 
Government. I cannot but feel that 
before we are asked to vote on these 
smaller measures, to which the noble Mar- 
quess has such strong objection, we have 
some right to know what other measure. 
if any, the Government and 
what guarantee we have that within a 
reasonable period the Government will 
give Us anything better. 


propose, 


| am inelined to think that those who 
have any interest in temperance reform 
will act wisely in giving their support toa 
measure like this, because, if we are to put 
the natural interpretation on the lan- 
guage used in debates on the subject, we 
shall have to be thankful for small 
mercies. That being so, 1 do trust that 
this Bill will receive support. My still 
more earnest desire is that the noble 
Marquess will be persuaded to let us 
know what the Government intend to 
do. We had our attention drawn to this 
question in the debate which took place 
last night in the other House. but in 
the course of that debate it was impos 
sible to gather what the attitude of His 
Majesty's Government is in regard to 
these questions. The representative ot 
the Government who spoke in that 
debate said. as | understood, that he was 
only speaking on his own behalf and 
that of the Home Secretary, and not on 
behalf of the Government. One cannot 
hut feel that this is very candid on the 
part of Ministers, but at the same time 
it tukes away all the value from their 
statements. Reading the remarks of the 
subordinate members of the Government 
on this question, I can only draw this 
inference, that they are letting I dare not 
wait upon I would. 

But when I listen to the noble Mar- 
quess I have a different feeling, the 
feeling that he does not believe in 
this kind of legislation at all, and that he 
is so devoted to the principle of individual 
liberty, or of laissez faire, in these social 
matters that he thinks we = are 
better as we are. But if the noble Mar- 
quess had the kind of personal experience 
which a great many of us who live in the 
country and go about in the meaner 
streets of our cities have he would take a 
different view of the matter. It is not 
[FouRTH SERIES. | 
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merely with the prevention of drunken- 
ness that we have to deal ; it is a question 
of whether the State shall do its duty in 
regard to what is a dangerous trade. 
One distinguished Member of this House 
—the late Prime Minister—-said not long 
ago, if | right, that we 
were, under the influence of this traftie 
in) drink, drifting — perilously — near 
the corruption oF our political life, 
and T venture to think that that is the 
great question which lies at the root. of 
this matter. If the noble Marquess had 
the leisure to study the evidenee whieh 
was produced before his Royal Commission 
Tcannot but believe that he would be con- 
vinced that, unless the Government take 


remember 


up temperance reform in earnest, there is 
danger of the corruption of our municipal 
and political lite. J hope the noble Mar- 
quess will give us some guarantee that 
something will be done either during the 
present Session or within a reasonable 
time. I could give instances of towns 
in which municipal administration does 
seem to have been brought perilously 
near to becoming corrupt owing to the 
influence of the drinktraftie ; and, as Lam 
given to understand, there are persons 
who have decorated, 
nection with these 
Minister, | am 


whose con- 
matters the Prime 

sure, could not have 
known, or he would have been unwilling 
them so decorated, persons who 
with maladministration 
of municipal affairs in regard to the 
drink trattic. 


heen 


to see 


were connected 


THe Maretress or SALISBURY: I 
think this is rather libellous. The right 
rev. Prelate should name the 
whom he is attacking. 


persons 


*THe Lorp Bisnop of HEREFORD: 
I could give the instances, but the point 
of my argument is that if the Prime 
Minister could give attention to the 
details of the evils connected with the 
drink traffic at the present time he 
would, | venture to think, be converted 
and become a more earnest temperance 
reformer than he has been hitherto. | 
cannot but believe, while holding firmly, 
as I do, to the great value of individual 
liberty and the importance of never 
neglecting the principle of laissez faire 
in politics, that temperance reform is one 
of the most pressing matters of the 
time, and it is our duty, a duty 


2A 
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involving no interference with devotion 
to the principle of individual liberty, 
to take measures to regulate a dan 
gerous trade. 


{LORDS} 
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LUDGATE HILL AND SNOW HILL 
RAILWAY STATIONS. 
Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords. 1 


rise to call the attention of the Parlia- 
mentary Secretary of the Board of 
Trade to the dangerous condition of the 
Ludgate Hill and Snow Hill passenger 
stations. and to ask whether the matter 
has been brought to the notice of the 
Board, and whether the Board can take 
any steps to compel the South-Eastern 
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and London, Chatham, and Dover Rail- 
way Companies to make more adequate 
provision for the safety and accommoda- 
tion of the public. In calling attention 
to this matter I am acting with the 
approval of the Corporation of the City 
of London. The facts with regard to 
Ludgate Hill Station are as follow : The 
Corporation of the City of London called 
attention to the state of this station as 
far back as the end of 1898, and in 
January, 1899, they made a_ specific 
complaint to the Board of Trade. Sir 
John Monckton wrote 

_ “Lam directed to point out that the station 
is merely a timber structure, badly lighted, 
and has more the appearance of a temporary 
building than a_ station of considerable 
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importance; that the approaches to the 
station and platforms are inadequate and 
badly arranged ; that the platforms, which 
have to serve both the up and the down tratlic, 
are very low and narrow, and are in con- 
sequence a source of danger to passengers, 
particularly where the staircases occupy a 
large portion of the platform; that there is 
insuflicient lavatory accommodation, and that 
the arrangements, generally, are ill-adapted 
to the exigencies of modern requirements and 
the increasing traftic.” 

The Board of Trade took the matter up, 
and the City Corporation heard nothing 
more about it till the end of October, 

1899. when the Board of Trade sent to 
the Corporation a letter from the General 
Manager of the railways, in which it was 
stated that plans were being prepared 
showing what improvements could be 
effected, especially with regard to the 
access to the platforms. Sut from that 
time to this nothing whatever has been 
done, except to improve the lighting of 
the station. What the company say is 
that if they are to do any good they must 
spend a large sum of money to obtain 
compulsory powers to purchase. The 
City Corporation do not admit the plea 
of the companies that they can do nothing 
without compulsory powers of purchase ; 
on the contrary, they (the Corporation) 
think that a very great improvement 
could be effected by utilising the vacant 
land that the companies have at the 
station itself, and that, comparatively, 
at small expense. 

With regard to Snow Hill Station. the 
question of the insufficiency of the 
awcommodation was originally taken 
up by the County Council in April. 1899. 
The Couneil complained of inadequate 
tratlie accommodation, and made various 
siggestions, with which I shall not 
trouble your Lordships. Three days 
atterwards—on 8th April—the secretary 
to the companies replied to the effect 
that he hoped to be in a position to 
write definitely in a week or two. There 
the matter rested till 9th January, 1900 

about nine months—when the County 
Council thought it was time they got an 
answer. They wrote asking for a reply 
by 15th January. They got no answer, 
and up to 22nd November last they had 


received no answer to their letters 
beyond a formal acknowledgment. The 
County Council then handed the corres- 
pondence over to the Corporation of the 
City of London. 


This is the statement : 
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of the City Corporation with regard to 
this station 

“The station is entirely in a tunnel, and the 
line is on a curve at that point. It is 
extremely dangerous by reason of the steam, 
smoke, ete., having no means of escape, and 
consequently obscuring the lights. The want 
of ventilation is aggravated by bad sanitary 
accommodation on the platforms.” 
One would naturally suppose that in a 
matter of this kind the Railway Com 
missioners would have Jurisdiction, but 
Iam told that the Board of Trade have 
come to the conclusion that the Railway 
Commissioners have no jurisdiction. — | 
am also told that the Board of Trade have 
no jurisdiction, and it does not seem that 
there is any power anywhere to compel 
these railway companies to do that which 
it is their obvious duty to do. These com- 
panies have come to your Lordships’ 
House for a Bill to give them further 
powers. Under the circumstances, | 
should have thought that their conduet 
was so contumacious that I should be 
justified in moving an Instruction to the 
Committee that they should take into 


consideration the condition of these 
stations before agreeing to the Bill. But 


I do not propose to take that course, for 
[ know your Lordships have a great 
objection to interfering with the dis- 
cretion of any of your Committees. It 
certainly does appear to me, however, 
that as there is apparently no other 
means of compelling the railway com 
panies to do their duty, this is a case in 
which the Committee might very well 
take into consideration the conduct. of 
these companies with regard to these 
stations. [| hope the noble Lord who 
will reply to this question will say that 
this is his view also. Perhaps he will at 
the same time say whether he does not 
consider it to be an unsatisfactory state 
of things that neither the Railway Com- 
missioners nor the Board of Trade have 
any jurisdiction in this matter; and | 
hope that when the Bill which is being 
promoted by these companies gets before 
the Committee there will be some indica- 
tion on the part of noble Lords that they 
think it desirable that the Committee 
should take some cognisance of the 
dereiiction of duty to which I have called 
attention. 

THe Earn or HARDWICKE: In the 
absence of my noble friend the Secretary 
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to the Board of Trade, I have been asked 
to reply to the noble Lord’s question. 
Towards the close ot his speech the noble 
Lord suggested that | should express my 
private opinion on certain matters con- 
nected with the powers of the Board of 
Trade over the railway companies. Tam 
sorry that 1] cannot do more than read 
the answer which has been forwarded to 
me trom the Department. The Board of 
Trade have received no recent communi 
cation with regard to Snow Hill Station. 
As to Ludgate Hill Station, the attention 
of the Department has more than once 
been called to the matter, and they have 
been in communication both with the 
railway company and the Corporation of 
the City about the accommodation pro- 
vided. The Board of Trade are not in a 
position to say that an improvement 
in the accommodation ot Ludgate Hill 
Station is not desirable for the convent- 
ence and, to some extent, the safety of 
the public, but it must be obvious that 
any adequate alteration of the station 
would cost an enormous sum of money, 
and a comprehensive scheme might 
necessitate the alteration of the viaduct 
over Ludgate Hill, which would be a 
doubtful advantage to the public, and 
the Corporation would probably have 
The Board of 
Trade possess no legal powers under 
which they can compel the company to 
make alterations in either case, but the 
Department has used its good. offices, 
with the result that the company have 
agreed to meet the Corporation with the 
view to the preparation of a plan for 
altering Ludgate Hill Station. The 
Board of Trade will continue to use their 
good offices, and, it necessary. Instruct 
one of their inspecting officers to conter 
with the City Corporation and the com- 
pany on the subject. 


good reason to object. 


THE ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 
ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 

THe Marquess or SALISBURY: My 
Lords, | beg to move the resolution 
standing in my name, which | read to 
your Lordships on Tuesday. As far as | 
know, there is no opposition to the 
motion on the part of the noble Lord. 
The only thing that it is necessary I 
should mention is that something has 
been said with respect to referring the 


The Earl of Hardwicke. 


{LORDS} 


1 ° 
| Protestant succession. 


the 
Coronation Oath to the same Committee, | 
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and making in it alterations which un- 
doubtedly will have to be made. But 
the two subjects are not at all similar. 
and it would have been impossible to put 
the Coronation Oath into this reference. 
If, later, it should be thought wise to use 
the same Committee for the purpose of 
considering the matter of the Coronation 
Oath. | probably shall see no difficulty in 
that. But | have no doubt that it will 
he necessary to have legislation Upon the 
Coronation Oath, because at the present 
time we should be asking the King to 
swear that he will maintain all the rights 
of the Church of Ireland. 


Moved, To resolve that it is desirable 
that a Joint Committee of both Houses he 
appointed to consider” the Declaration 
required of the Sovereign, on his acces- 
sion, by the Bill of Rights (1 Will. HfL. 
cap. 21 s. 1); and to report whether its 
language can be modified advantage- 
ously, without diminishing its efficacy, 
as a security for the maintenance of the 
(The Lord Privy 


Ne al. ) 


THe Earn or CAMPERDOWN : It 
would be easy to insert the words ” Oath 
and Declaration required of the Sove- 
reign. The Oath and the Declaration 
have, in other documents, been reterred 
to together. But, as the noble Marquess 
Says there seems to be a difficulty, no 
doubt he is right. 


THe Marquess OF SALISBURY : °° His 
* would not represent “* on his 
coronation. Again, there is some doubt 
how far the Coronation Oath is a security 
for the maintenance of the Protestant 


suCcCeSsSLON. 


accesslon 


Eari SPENCER: It is certainly 
desirable that they should be treated in 
a different manner, and. as the noble 
Marquess undertakes to do that, no 
further criticism need be made. 


The Mareatess or SALISBURY: | 
only undertook to do that if it was 
necessary. 


Lorp HERRIES : I should like to ask 
the Prime Minister whether he can state 
names of the Committee, as he 
promised to do on ‘Tuesday. 
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THe Marquess oF SALISBURY: I 
was not aware, when [ promised to give 
the names on Tuesday, that it is usual to 
wait until the names of Peers and Com- 
moners have been selected before they 
are proposed. The Commons have not 
vet agreed to the Joint Committee. 


Lord HERRIES: 1 


number has been fixed ? 


presume the 


Tue Marovess or SALISBURY: I 
lo not know whether it has been fixed. 
We always contemplated a Committee of 
ten or eleven, but L should not bind 
myself if a reason occurred for having a 
larger Committee. 


Karn SPENCER: And it) will be 
dter Easter ? 

The Marqgvess or SALISBURY: . 
Surely. 


Ordered, 
Phat a Message be sent to the Commons 


rreed vO * 


On Question, ag 
ty communicate this Resolution, and to 
desire their concurrence, 


House adjourned at five minutes 
hefore Seven of the clock till 
to-morrow, half-past Ten of 
the eloek. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Th ursday, Dist March, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


IMPROVEMENT 
[By OrDeR. | 

Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) 
said he had to move an Instruction to the 
Committee to which the Wallasey Urban 
District Council Bill had heen referred. 
lt would be within the memory of hon. 
Members that during the year [S98 
there was a great agitation throughout 
the length and breadth of the land. on 
the part of members of friendly societies. 
in regard to the matter raised by his 
Instruction. The agitation was due to 


WALLASEY BILL. 


the action of the East India Docks Com 
pany in instituting a shop club, and 
making it a condition of employment 


{21 Marcu 1901} 





Bill. 674 
that their men should belong to it. They 
also sought to lay down a provision that 
such of their men as were already mem- 
hers of friendly societies should cease such 
membership. The feeling raised by that 
proposal was so strong that the Govern- 
ment appointed a Shop Clubs Committee, 
which reported to the House in March, 
1899. It was quite clear that the general 
feeling of the country was entirely against 
the proposal of the East India Docks 
Company, and that compulsory shop 
clubs were deemed to be opposed to the 
interests, not only of working men, but 
of the great friendly societies. The 
Shop Clubs Committee, which was pre- 
sided over by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the Bordesley Division 
of Birmingham, and which included in 

its members Mr. (now Justice) Cozens- 

‘Hardy, and the Registrar General of 
Friendly Societies, suggested that shop 

clubs should in future be registered 

under the Friendly Societies Acts. Now 
that was all that was proposed by the 
Instruction he was moving. What would 
he the effect of such registration? It 
would be to secure that no member of the 
club should be deprived of any pecuniary 
benefit by reason of his leaving his employ- 
ment. This was of the utmost importance 
to working men. because, in the absence 
of such registration, a man who had joined 
a shop thrift or provident club, and had 
been in his employment for some years 
and contributed to the funds of the elub, 
might be deprived of all benefit therefrom 
hy reason of leaving his situation, and his 
contributions would be lost to him. 

The registration would also secure that 
the men should have a voice in the ap- 
pointment of the committee of manage- 
ment of the club, and that, he suggested, 
was only reasonable. There were further 
provisions to secure the proper investment 
of the funds of the elub, and to ensure that 
the organisation was on a solvent. basis. 
The Report of the Committee to which 
he had referred recommended that the 
Registrar ot Friendly Societies should. 
hefore registration, satisfy himself that 
the scheme of the club was satisfactory. 
not only to the emplover but also to the 
workmen. In the. Bill now under con 
sideration power was taken to form a 
Compulsory Superannuation Fund. The 
Shop Clubs Committee had recommended 
that it should not be lawtul for anv en: 
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ployer to make it a condition of employ- 
ment that his workmen should join such 
a fund, and he certainly thought that, 
in any case where membership of a shop 
club was made compulsory, as under this 
Bill, the House would agree that it would 
only be fair and indeed necessary, in the 
interests of the employees, that registra- 
tion, as he suggested, should be insisted 
upon. He was authorised by the 
National Conference of Friendly Societies 
to say that they unreservedly adopted 
the Report of the Shop Clubs Committee. 
He would like to remind the House that 
during the last Parliament the very 
clause he was now proposing was inserted 
in seven different private Bills, and even 
in the present session the Great Eastern 
Railway Company had accepted a similar 
provision, without any objection being 
raised on the part of the directors. That 
fact surely was sufficient proof that there 
could be no serious objection to the clause. 
They had been told in a circular issued 
by the Urban District Council of Wal- 
lasey that this proposal would reuder 
the scheme inoperative so far as the 
superior officers of the council were con- 
cerned, inasmuch as it would admit the 
benefits to be granted under it in the form 
of superannuation and other allowances. 
But he would point out that the Wallasey 
Bill was not confined merely toa proposal 
affecting their more highly-paid officials. 
Their scheme was to apply to every man 
in their employ. He would have made no 
objection to the Bill had it merely pro- 
vided for the superannuation of em- 
plovees receiving salaries of £2 or £30 a 
week and upwards. There was another 
ditticulty in dealing with questions of 
this nature in private Bills, and it arose 
from the fact that in these private Acts 
the scheme itself was not set out so that 
the House or the Committee upstairs 
might judge whether or not it was fair. 
Instead of that the promoters of the Bill 
took power to set up a scheme after it had 
passed through the House. Was it: right 
that anything of that kind should be 
allowed to be done? The promoters, in 
theircireular, complained that if the In 
struction were carried it would prevent 
them giving their higher-paid  ofticials 
more than £200 in case of death, or a 
pension exceeding £50 a year on retire- 
ment. That was really not the case, and 
the suggestion was merely a red herring 


Vr. 


Strachen. 





{COMMONS} 


| drawn across their path. 
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said that the Bill already provided for the 
registration of their scheme by the Regis- 
trar of Friendly Societies. But that 
provision was a sham, for all that was 
provided was that the Registrar should 
register any scheme the Urban District 
Council chose to put forward, whether 
it was good or bad. He wanted the 
House to say that ho scheme should he 
registered unless it was good, and met 
with the approval of the Registrar of 
Friendly Societies. Then, again, the 
Wallasey Urban District Council com. 
plained that the clause was vague and 
indefinite. Surely if that were the case 
the Manchester Ship Canal Company 
would never have accepted such a clause, 
nor would other companies have done 
so. What was more, the very Instruction 
he was now moving went before a Com- 
mittee in the last Parliament, and that 
Comuinittee called before it the Registrar 
of Friendly Societies and asked him if it 
were a fact that the clause was vague 
and indefinite. His reply was that it 
was not, and that he himself personally 
approved of it. A clause in almost 
identically the same words was sent to 
him by the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
while he held the position of Secretary to 
the Treasury, and he therefore could not 
understand what objection there could 
hetoitnow. As he said at the beginning 
of his remarks, his reasons for asking 
the House to approve this clause were. 
first, that the National Conference of 
Friendly Societies, which inet last week 
in Birmingham, had unanimously decided 
that its adoption would be in the interests 
of friendly societies. He would remind 
the House that that conference repre- 
sented a membership of over three and 
a half millions, with a capital of over 
twenty-five and a half millions. It was 
therefore a body which had some right 
to be considered representative, and 
which certainly by its action in the past 
had shown itself anxious to promote the 
this 
second reason for asking 


interests of the working aien ot 
eountry. His 
the House to carry the Instruction was 
that it was in the interests of working 
men, whether they were members of 
friendly societies or not. It 
desirable that any corporation or com 
pany should have power to set up cone 


was not 


The promoters 4 
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677 Wallasey Improvement 
pulsory thrift, provident, superannua- 
tion, or shop clubs, unless they were 
registered in the way he had suggested, 
the object of such registration being, of 
course, to ensure that the men got fair 
play and substantial benefits. If men 
were compelled, as a condition of employ- 
ment, to join such clubs, it was only fair 
and just that they should be protected 
in the way he proposed. He begged to 
move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee on the Wallasey Improvement 
Bill to insert the following Clause 





No scheme for the establishment of a super- 
annuation or provident fund under this Act 
shall come into overation until it has been 
revistered by the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies under the Friendly Societies Act.” 
(Mr. Strachey.) 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTILUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange), in opposing the Instrue- 
tion on behali of the promoters of the Bill, 
first explained that the Member for Mid 
Cheshire, who was to have undertaken 
the duty, was unfortunately prevented by 
illness from being present that afternoon, 
and had asked him to state the objections 
which were entertained to the proposal. 
This Bill contained a proposal to establish 
atund for the purpose of providing the 
servants of the Couneil with an allow- 
ance in case of death, or with superannua- 
tion on retirement, and the principles on 
which the scheme was based were duly 
set forth in the Bill, the emplovees of the 
Council having to contribute one half of 
the funds required for the purpose, while 
the Council provided the other moiety. 
The promoters of the Bill, in opposing 
the Instruction, disclaimed altogether 
any hostility to the Friendly Societies 
Acts. They recognised, on the contrary, 
that those Acts were extremely useful 
within their proper sphere. But they 
suggested that the Instruction would not 
beat all appropriate to this Bill, inasmuch 
as it comprehended not only PCTSOTLS he- 
loniecinies tothe working classes, brut also 


alirge number of stupertor officers under | 


the Council—gentlemen who were receis 
ing salaries of considerable amount, and 
for whom, therefore, the provisions 
contemplated by the Friendly Societies 
Acts would be entirely inadequate. 


There were no fewer than LO7 of the em- 
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ployees of the Council who were paid by 
cheque and whose salaries amounted in 
the aggregate to £1,400 per annum. 
If the Bill were brought entirely under 
the provisions of the Friendly Societies 
Acts the result would be that no gross 
sum could be drawn by any servant of 
the Council exceeding £200, and no 
annuity exceeding £50.could be granted. 
The House would see, therefore, that the 
effect of adopting the Instruction would 
be to make the Bill altogether inoperative 
so far as the higher class officials were 
concerned. The hon. Member for South 
Somerset himself seemed to be in doubt 
whether or not that would be the effect 
of his own clause. He held in his hand 
the opinion of a Counsel of great 
eminence, to the effect that the result 
of the clause would be to entirely subordi- 
nate the Bill to the Friendly Societies 
Acts. The hon. Member had referred to 
the fact that he had succeeded in securing 
the insertion of the clause in other Bills, 
and he had alluded especially to the 
Great Eastern Railway Company's Bill. 
He ventured to point out that there was 
no analogy whatever between railway 
companies or kindred industrial organi- 
sations and a public authority such as 
was promoting this Bill. The hon. Mem- 
her might have succeeded in introducing 
the Instruction in other Bills, but he was 
informed that the concession had been 
obtained in such cases under great pres- 
sure, and was only made because the Bills 
had reached a stage at which, unless the 
granted, there was a 
danger of the Bill being lost for a year. 
Those eases therefore ought not to be 
accepted as a precedent. The promoters 
of the Bill had gone as far as they could 
to meet the hon. Member. who had sug- 
gested that his desire was to secure that no 
scheme should be registered which was 
not a good scheme and approved by the 
Registrar of Friendly Societies. The 
promoters were quite willing to agree to 
that. and in Clause 52 they had inserted 
words providing that no scheme under 
the Act should come into operation un- 
less If was registered by the Reevistrar ot 
Friendly Societies. 


CC NCOSSL Mh Was 


Mr. STRACH EY: It gives no disere- 
tion to the Registrar. He is bound to 
register any scheme presented by the Cor 
poration. 
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Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR said it 
was open to the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies to point out any features which 
he thought undesirable or inequitable, 
and he was quite sure that it was the 
intention of the promoters of the Bill that 
he should do so. The Liouse was asked 
to give a mandatory instruction to the 
Committee to insert. this lle 
ventured tothink that it should not do so, 
but that it should leave the matter to be 
threshed out Committee, 
which was the proper tribunal to settle 
matters in which local questions were 
involved. If the House would agree 
to send the Bill to the Committee with- 
out the proposed Instruction he promised, 
on behalf of the promoters, that every 
opportunity should be given for the dis- 
cussion of the points raised by the hon. 
Member for South Somerset. 


clause. 


hefore the 


Mr. YONALL (Nottingham, W.) said 
it appeared to him that the a 
of the hon. Member for the 
Division ot Liverpool were Vague and 
required elucidation. Clause 52. to which 
he had reterred, certainly did not to his 
mind convey thesame meaning as the in 
struction of the hon. Member for South 
The clause distinctly stated 
that the Registrar must register if he 
were satisfied that the was In 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Bill. 
but to register so long as the terms of 
the Bill were complied with. But the 
Instruction meant something different. 
It meant that the Registrar 
satisfied that inc rtainrespectsthescheme 


ruments 


rg 
Exchange 


Somerset. 


scheme 


must be 


Wis satisfactory. 
that the fund should be largely 
under the management of those who paid 
Into it, and secondly that the men should 
he granted fair terms on leaving their 
employment. Those conditions would be 


Was 


One of those rm spects | Z 
| Urban 


{COMMONS} 


He. therefore. would have no choice | 


secured hy insisting on registration as | 


provided tor by the Instruction. Tf they 
were going to allow local authorities to 
set up these schemes, it was only right 
that they should take every 
precaution to secure that the terms were 
fairtothe men concerned. The Instrue 
tion would secure the safeguard that 
the Registrar himself would have to be 
satisfied that the men were justly dealt 
with under thescheme. Hedid not think 


} sible 


there was any absolute need for limiting | 





I that 


| 
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the benefits under the scheme. There 
was no objection to making an excep- 
tion in the eases of highly-paid servants, 
and he therefore hoped that the promoters 
of the Bill would fall into line with the 
practice of the House. 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) 
also hoped that the hon. Member for 
the Exehange Division of Liverpool 
would not press his opposition to the 
Instruction. A question of far-reaching 
principle was involved in this matter, 
The point was, whether in cases in which 
superannuation or provident funds were 


established under the authority — of 
Parliament they should, or should 
not, be under the supervision of 


the Regist rar of Friendly Societies. 
And he was bound to say that in his 
opinion such supervision was very. de- 
the Registrar had 
at his command the most skilled actuarial 
experience that could be obtained. and 
was able to apply general principles to 
the various conditions which might 
arise In connection with vreat companies 
and corporations. Ile thought there 
must be some mistake in the interpreta 
tion which the hon. Member told them 
had been placed upon the legal bearing of 
the Instruction. So tar as he gathered, 
the effect of the Instruction would be 
to secure registration by the Registrar of 
Friendly Societies merely, and it would 
not involve registration under — the 
Friendly Societies Act. The clause had 
the Bills of 
railway companies, and he saw no reason 
why it should not. find place also in 
the Bills of corporations The Wallasey 
District Council might not bea 
very great corporation, but there was 
a great) principle involved, and it) was 
desirable that it) should be applied to 
all corporations, whether great or small. 

CoLoNEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 


Newton), who was almost inaudible from 
the Press gallery, was understood — to 


sirable, seeing that 


become common In great 


advocate giving the Committee a tree 
hand in the matter, and to point out 
the Local Government Board was 
always represented before Comnnnittees 
dealing with these Bills. He hoped the 
Instruction would be rejected. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil 
stipported the Instruction. though he 
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regretted the proposals contained in| real matter in dispute between him and 


the Bill, fearing that the result of their 
adoption would be to postpone indefi- 
nitely that general scheme of old age 
pensions of which they had heard so 
outside the House and seen so | 
The whole Bill seemed 
loosely drawn, and_ his 
inclination would be to move its rejection 
altogether, in order to give the promoters 
time to reframe it in a more satisfactory 
that if a| 
established 
at all, it should be open to every class 
and 
that it should not be in the power of | 


much 
little inside it. 


to have been 


him 
were 


seemed to 
this kind 


manner. It 
scheme of 


of workmen under the Council, 


anyone to say that certain well-paid 


employees should benefit under it, while 


excluded 
Phen, again, the scheme pro- 


the less well-paid might be 
from it. 


posed to deprive of all benefit from the | 


fund any employee of the Council who 
resigned his position in order to escape 
being dismissed for fraud, dishonesty, 
or misconduct. He respectfully sub- 
mitted that that was too wide a power 
to give to any council. If a man were 
dismissed for misconduct, surely the 
dismissal was the punishment, and he 


ought not to be still further penalised | 


by losing any benefit from a fund = to 
which he had contributed during his 
service. The hon. Member for South 
Somerset had suggested that one of 
his objects was to safeguard the interests 
of the men by ensuring that the fund 
was actuarially sound. That, no doubt, 
was very important. He trusted that 
the House would agree to the Instrue- 
tion, and when the Bill came baek from 
the Committee. if it were still defective, 
they could refuse to pass it into law, 
and thus give the promoters time to 
put it in more acceptable form. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. J. W. Lowrner, Cumberland. 
Penrith) thought the House would be 
disposed to agree with his hon. friend 
that the Instruction and 
indefinite. Even the hon. 
the Eye Division of Suffolk disagreed 
with the hon. Member for South Somerset 
what would be its effect. The 
hon. Member who moved the Instrue- 
tion said his point was to have the 


Was vague 


as to 


scheme registered under the Friendly 
and 


Acts, that was the 


Soclet le. 


Member for | 


ithe promoters of the Bill. There was 
a clause in the Bill which left it open 
to the Registrar of Friendly Societies 
to register the scheme, but the pro- 
moters were afraid that, if the Friendly 
Societies Acts were incorporated in the 
Bill. certain results would be produced 
which were wholly unsuitable to the 
;state of affairs in Wallasey. That 
would be wholly inapplicable to the 
case of officials who were drawing high 
salaries, and who served the borough in 
‘important positions. The argument of 
ithe promoters of the Bill was that if 
the Instruction of the hon. Member tor 
South Somerset was accepted it would 
shut out from the scheme certain benefits 
which the promoters of the Bill intended 
to confer upon their servants. He did 
not believe that that was an object 
| which the hon. Member himself would 
desire to see. He was opposed to the 
Instruction for the reason that the 
whole question would be and must be 
before the Committee to which 
the Bill had already been referred. The 
Registrar ot Friendly Societies — had 
/reported against one of the clauses of 
the Bill—Clause 50—and that Report 
| would be laid before the Committee. 
|The Committee would have an oppor- 
/tunity of summoning Mr. Braybrooke 
land hearing his evidence—an  oppor- 
/tunity which they had not got in the 
| House ; and the Committee would thus 
be able to insert a clause which would 
go as far as possible to meet the views 
jot the hon. Member for South Somerset. 
| He might say that the Friendly Societies 
| Act was to be incorporated in certain 
That could 


raised 


| respects and not in others. 


| 
not be done at the present stage, where 
‘they must either incorporate the whole 


Act or not at all. There is a via media 
which was the solution of the difficulty, 
but it could not be taken that afternoon. 

|For that reason he would move the 

‘rejection of the Instruction, and leave 

it to the Committee, after hearing the 

evidenceof Mr. Bray brooke, tosay whether 
all the seetions of the Friendly Societies 

Act were or were not applicable to the 

particular circumstances. of this case. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 


| Rusheliffe) said there was no doubt eon- 
| siderabl dissati-faction had heen raised 
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throughout the country in regard to 
these superannuation schemes by local 
bodies, railway companies, and others. He 
thought the [louse was indebted to those 
who had brought them before the House 
before being sent to Committee upstairs, 
and that this should be a lesson to the 
local bodies to frame their schemes more 
carefully. In this Bill there were eleven 
clauses under the head * Superannua- 
tion,” and he could see that some of the 
phraseology was extremely crude and 
would have to be carefully considered in 
Committee. The right hon. Gentleman 
had stated that the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies had already objected to one of 
the elauses—Clause 50—but all of them 
would have to be carefully looked at. 
He thought that the debate should be 
adjourned so as to give an opportunity 
to the promoters of the Bill and hon. 
Members who objected to some of its 
provisions for consultation. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said he 
was authorised by the promoters of the 
Bill to state that they were willing that 
the Bill should be so amended that 
the Registrar of Friendly Societies should 
have the discretion of saying whether the 
conditions under the Bill were fairly 
reasonable. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) did 
not propose to go over the ground already 
covered by hon. Members who had 
spoken, but he represented a certain 
proportion of working men in Ireland, 
and he agreed with the mover of the 
motion. All these questions regarding 
superannuation ought to be carefully 
discussed. There were often very curious 
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clauses in some of these “ omnibus” or 


so-called Improvement Bills which super- 


seded the ordinary law of the land. As 
the Gentleman in charge of the Bill was 
absent, that was a reason why the debate 
should be adjourned and an opportunity 
be given for conference. But there 
were certain penal clauses in regard to 
dairies and tuberculosis to which he 
wished to refer. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must confine his remarks 
to the Instruction moved. 


Mr. FIELD said that the other day. in 
connection with a Great Eastern Railway 
Bill, an Instruction proposed to be 
moved had been withdrawn and _ the 
promoters had agreed to have a confer- 
ence in order that the clause objected to 
should be amended. ‘ile moved the 
adjournment of the debate to permit of 
a conference between the promoters 
and those who took a different view from 
them in regard to this exceedingly im- 
portant matter. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.) 
the Amendment. 


seconded 


Motion made, and (Juestion proposed, 
ie That the Debate he now adjourned.” 
(Wr. Field.) 


But Mr. Speaker being of opinion 
that the motion was an abuse of the 
rules of the House, put the (uestion 


thereon forthwith to the House. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 102 ; Noes, 
175. (Division List No. 8&2.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton. Thomas CGair 
Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Riehard 

Bignold. Arthnr 

Black, Alexander: William 
Blake. Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, Jame 

Bryee, Rt. Hon. James 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armach, 8.) 
Campbell Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 


Vr. John Elis, 


Colville, John 
Crean, Envene 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 


Dillon, John 
Dooean, PL 


french, Peter 


Grant, Corrie 


Hardie, -J 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Claney, John Joseph 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Dutly, William J. 
Dunean, James H. 
Ellis, Johu Edward 
Farrell, James Patrick 


Gilhooly, James 
(Gioddard, Daniel Ford 


Hammond, John 
_K. (Merthyr Tydvil 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, fit. Hon. C. Seale 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Hope, John Deans (life, West) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert. Greeorge 
Layland-Barratt, Franets 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

Maenamara, Dr. Thomas JJ. 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 





Fin 
Fin 
Fis 
Fit 

Fla 
Fle 
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M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) (Y Kelly,James( Roscommon, N 
Manslield, Horace Rendall O'Malley, William 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 0’ Mara, James 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Murphy, J. O’Shee, James John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. Partington, Oswald 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William cemigg= ai John S. G, 
O'Brien, James F, X. (Cork) Power, Patrick Joseph 


O'Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) P aaiee Arthur 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) Reddy, M. 
(YConnor,James(Wicklow,W. Redmond, John E.(Waterford } 


O'Doherty, William Redmond, William (Clare) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 5.) Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
O'Donnell, T. (IXKerry, W.) Roche, John 

(Dowd, John Shipman, Dr. John (. 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) Soares, Ernest J, 


NOES. 


Acland-Hood.Capt.Sir Alex. FF. Flower, Ernest 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Gladstone. RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Allsopp, Hon. George Graham, Henry Robert 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Arrol, Sir William Groves, James Grimble 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
ratiley, James (Walworth) Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Bain, Colonel James Robert Hain, Edward 

Baldwin, Alfred Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Balfour, Rt Hn.Gerald W(Leeds | H: anbury, kt. Hon. Robert W m. 
Banbury, Frederick George Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Barlow, John Emmott Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Barry, ie: Francis T.( Windsor) Henderson, Alexander 
Bartley, George C. 'T. Hoare, Ed, Brodie( Hampstead ; 


Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin Hogg, Lindsay 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire)  Hope,.J.F.(Sheflield, Brightsd. 


Beaumont, Weatworth C. B. Horner, Frederie William 
Boulnois, Edmund Howard, apt.J.(hNent. Pavers. 
Brige, John Howard.J. (Mida., Pottenham) 


Brookfield, Colonel Montazu — Hozier, Hon. Jaimes Henry ©. 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire © Hudson, George Biekersteth 


Caine, William Sproston Hutton, 7 (Yorks, N.R.) 
Caldwell, James Jacoby, Jaines Alfred 
Cavendish, R. FL (N. Lanes. ) Johnston, Wilhiain (Belfast) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) — Joicey, Sir James 

Cawley, Frederick Keariey, Hudson FE. 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Kimber, Henry 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) Knowles, Lees 

Chapman, Edward Law, Andrew Bonai 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis Lawson, Jobn Grant 

Collings, Ri. Hon. Jesse Leigh-Bennett, Henry i 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) : eveson-Gower, Fredk. 
Crombie, John William Loek wood, Lt.-Col. A. Re 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry Long. Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 5.) 
Dalrymple, Sir Chi arles Lonsdale John Brownlee 
Diekson, Charles Seott Lowther, RtHnJd W(Cum.Penr. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Dims: ale,Sir Joseph Cocktield Macartney, Rt. Hn. WG Ellison 
Douvlas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- |) Maeonochie, A. W. 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore | M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Elibank, Master of M'Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Elliot. Hon. A. Ralph Douglas Majendie, James A. H. 
Emmott, Alfred Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas Middlemore, J. Phrogmorton 
Fardell, Sir 'T. Georee Morris, flon. Martin tlenry FP. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert Morton, Arthnurll. \.( Depttord 
Fellowes, Hon Ailwyn Edw. | Mount, Willian Archn 
Fenwick, Charles | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
ka gry" glance | Murray, Re. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Finch, George H. Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
F inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Myers, William Henry 

Fisher, William Haves Nicholson, William Graham 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A, Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue | Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Fletcher. Sir Henry Palmer, Walter (Sali: bury) 
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Stevenson, Francis 5. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, J.A.(GV?nvrg’n,Gowr 
Thompson, E.C.( Moni aghan, ap 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FoR THE AYES—Mr. 
Field and Captain Donelan. 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Percy, Earl 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wyntord 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Richard 

Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Price, Robert Joun 
Pryee-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Randles, John S. 

Ratelitle, Re 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

co ge ag Ne hse Ht 
Ridley, 8S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Rige, Richard 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stoptord- 

oe Samuel Alexauder 

Samuel, Harry 5. (Limehouse) 

Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Sirs. (.larylebone,W. ) 

Sharpe, Wiluam Edward 'T. 

Simeon, Sir: Barrington 

Smith, H.C.( North mb. Tynes 

Smith.lamesParker( Lanarks. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. } 

Stone, Sir Be nywmin 

Talbot, Lord b. (Chichester) 

Tennant, Harol d Jolin 

‘Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 

Thomas, F. Freetan-( Hast gs 

Thorburn, Sir Waiter 

Thornton, berey M. 

'Vomkinson, Jame . 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vineent, Col Sir. &. EL (Shefd 

Walker, Col. William Hail 

Wallace, Robert 

Walrond, Rt. Hn Sir Win. H. 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 

Warr, Augustus Frederic k 

Wason,JohnCathe: urt(Orkney) 

Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E( Paunt’n, 
W hiteley,George( York, W.R.) 

Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ. Powell-( Bir. 
Willox, Sir Jobn Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Original Question put. 


Abraham, Wim. (Cork, N ) 
Acland-Hood,Cayrt. Sir hex. F. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, Sir John 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Barlow, John Enimott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bovle, James 

Brig ve, Jolin 

Brooktield de ge Montagu 
Brown, Geo. ee 
bryce, Rt _ James 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S. ) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cawley, Frederick 

Claney, John Joseph 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
Daly, James 

Davies. M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, eg 

Dougl as, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William .J. 

Duncan, James H. 

Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Sir FrancisH.(Maidst. ) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

french, Peter 

Field, William 


Finch, George H. 
Flower, Ernest 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gartit, William 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 


Greville, Hon. Ronald 
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Wilson-Todd. Wm. H.(Yorks. ) 
W odehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Yerbureh, Robert Armstrong 


Youny, Commander( Berks, £. ) 


The House divided : 
114. (Division List No. 


AYES. 
(roves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Hardie, J. IX. (Merthyr Tydvil 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Hoare. kK. Brodie (Hampstead) 


Hogg, Lindsay 
Holland, William Henry 


Hope,.J. F(Sheflield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Joicey, Sir James 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo, Siny th 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, Georve 
Layland-Barratt, 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


Francis 


Leng, Sir Jolin 
Leveson-CGiower, Fred. N.S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Lundon, W. 
Maenamara, Dr. 
M‘Cann, James 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Maxwell. W.J. H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Murphy, J. 

Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 
O'Brien, James F. NX. (Cork) 
(Y Brien, Patrick (hNilkenny) 
O'Connor. James Wieklow, W. 
(Doherty, William 

O Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(Dowd, John 

oy ede Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O Kelly, Jas.( Roscommon, N.) 
0’ Matle vy, William 
(Y Mara, James 
Orr-Ewing, Charle 


Thomas JJ. 


> Lindsay 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 


Mr. Strachey and Mr. Chas. 
M:Arthur. 
Aves, 186 ; Noes, 


So.) 


(Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James Jolin 
Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, Jolin S. G. 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Randles, John S. 

Rateliffe, R. F. 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, Joun E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rige, Richard 
Roberts, John H. 
Roche, John 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex 

Sir Rdward Albert 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, FE.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,F. fe »man- (Hastings 

Thomas,J.A (G lamorganGower 
Thompson, E. ‘(Mona han, “ 
Thomson, F. +t . (York, W. 
Tomkinson, James 


(Denbighs.) 


Sassoon, 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Vincent,Col. SirC EH (Shettield 
Wallace, Robert 
Walrond, Rt. HnSir William H. 
Walton, Joseph (Bi Ed ) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. 
Warner, Thos, € ah nay is 
Wason, Jolin C. (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (‘Taunton 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond ( Merioneth) 
Williams, Colonei KR. (Dorset) 
Wilson. John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, Jolin (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Strachey and Mr. 
Samuel 


A\YES— 
Harry 
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Private Bill 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arrol, Sir Wiiliam 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.( Leeds) 
sanbury, Frederick George 
Barry, fag Francis 'T.(Windsor 
Bartley, George (.'T. 
Bathurst, a Allen Be njaunin 
Bienold, 

Bill, Cialis 

joulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H.F.(Middlesex 
Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Burt, Thomas 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. FB. (ON. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Sir Jos. Cock field 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Win. Theodore 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Donglas 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fergusson. Rt HnSirJ(Mane'r) 
Fielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Rohert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Mr. HORNER (Lambeth) : 


{21 Marcu 1901! 


' 
NOES. 


Gibbs, Hn. AGH (City of Lond. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 


a en, Walford D( Wednesbury 


Guest, Hon. Ivor Churehill 
oe Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, FE. 
Horner, Frederic k William 
Howard,C aptJ(Nent, Paversh. 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, Jolin Grant 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, RtHnJ W(Cuam. Penr 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macartney, Kt. Hn. WGEllison 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Killop, - cg ye com oom 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert G. ¢ 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Ona point Petitions for 


of order, Mr. Speaker, [ should like to ask case of the 
whether it is allowable for a teller to stand | the — Reading thereof, Standing 


at the door and say, * 


Those who are in | Order No. 


favour of friendly societies come to the viz: 


Aye Lobby.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER : That is not a point of 
that such a 


order, nor do I suppose 
statement could 
Member. 


Mr. HORNER: Iam quite sure it did. 

Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Wallasey Improve- 
ment Bill to insert the following clause— 


No scheme for the establishment of a super 


mislead 


Bill. 


any hon. Hull, 
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(’ Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, — 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thomas M yles 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward 'T. 
Smith, pale ese Ler seo 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscoint 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Brm 
Willox, Sir John Arehibald 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 


Mr. Charles M‘Arthur and 
Colonel Pilkington. 


Private Bills, That, in the 


following Bills, referred on 


has been complied with, 


Glasgow and South Western Railway 


Barnsley, and West Riding 


Junction Railway and Dock Bill. 


time. 


annuation or provident fund under this Act 


shall come into operation until it has been si a el : 
of Friendly PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 


registered by the Registrar 
Societies under the F riendly Societies Act 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SpeAKER laid upon 
Report from one of the Examiners of | case of the following Bill, referred on the 


the Table! Petitions for 


Metropolitan Railway Bill. 
North-Eastern Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 


63 COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one ot the Examiners of 


Private Bills, That. in the 


























































oY1 Petitions. }COMM( INS} Petitions. 69” 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order PETITIONS. 
No. 63 has been complied with, viz.: 

Notting Hill Electric Lighting Bull. BEER BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILL 
(STANDING 
WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners ot 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ease of the Petition for the Worcester 
Tramways Bill, reported by the Chairman 
of Ways and Means as intended to 
originate In the House of Lords, the 
Standing Orders have been complied 
with. 


PETITION 
ORDERS , 


COUNCIL (LRAM- 
WIDENINGS) 


COUNTY 
AND STREET 


LONDON 
WAYS 
BILL. 
-'To enable the London County Council 
to construct new tramways and to recon- 
struct and alter tramways inthe county of 
to work tramways hy electric 
and to make new streets and 
for other 
time; to be 


London ; 
traction ; 
street improvements ; and 
purposes,” read the first 
read a second time. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL (by ORDER). 
Read a second time. and committed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP: 1). 


Mr. Jeffreys 
Crroup I ool 


reported from the Com 
mittee on Railway Bills, 
That the parties opposing the London, 
Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill had 
stated that the evidence of A. Horsburgh 
Campbell, Surveyor to the Urban District 
Council of East Ham, was essential to 
their case; and it having been proved 
that hisattendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, 
he had been instructed to move that the 
said A, Horsburgh Campbell do attend 
the said Committee To-morrow, at halt 
past Kleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That A. [Lorsburgh Campbell 
do attend the Committee on Group 1 of 
Railway Bills To-morrow, at  half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 





Petition from Bowes, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
GRADE AND EVENING 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petition from Finchley, for alteration 
ot Law > tO lie upon the Table. 


(HIGHER 
CONTINU A- 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 
Petition from West 
extension to women: to lie 


Table. 


Woodburn, for 
upon the 


POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA. 
TION ACT, 1896. 
Petitions for alteration of Law from 
Atcham and Milton next Sittingbourne : 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Blaenavon: 
Spennymoor ; Bowden Close; Hirwain 
(two); Byers Green ; Bishop Auckland 
(eight): Luton (two); Whittington 
Moor : Liverpool (five) : Salford (seven); 
Coptord ; Halifax (two) : Jedfordshire : 
Leighton Buzzard ; Durham ; Pendleton 
(three) ; South Norwood (two) : East 
ITam ; Berwick-on-l'weed ; Goole; 
Newcastle-on-Tyne (six): = Nottingham 
(two); Wishaw; Benwell; Camper- 
down ; Willington Quay ; Cambusnethan; 
Overtown : Cardiff (ten) : Chelmstord : 
St. Marvlebone ; Galashiels; Rhondda 
Valley ; Ferndale ; Hollinwood ; Henley- 
on-Thames ; Wolverhampton; LLawk- 
hurst ; Regent’s Park ; Edinburgh (two); 
Port Glasgow; Ticehurst ; Stockport 


(two): Burwash Weald: Kirkintilloch 
(two): Sheftield (six): Jamestown: 
sirmingham (eight); Croydon ; Birken- 
head (two); Wigton ; Newmilns : 


Clifton; Oswestry: Norwich (five) ; 
St. Budeaux : Wombwell (three) ; Old- 
ham; Kingsteignton: Bury (three): 
West Salford; Hayfield; Woolfold; 
Clydebank; Kirkwall (two); Crosth- 
waite; Great Salkeld ; Penrith: Weaste: 
Aston: Pontefract: Keswick: Loft- 


house ; Mirfield (three) ; Pudsey (three) ; 
Stanningley (two) ; Dewsbury : Llwyny- 
| pia ; Leeds (two) ; Churwell ; Horsforth ; 


HY. 


Ba 
bol 
We 
me 
for 
Gr 
Bri 
nes 
ste! 
Par 
Ay 
dal 
(tw 
Cro 
(tw 
(ely 
(tw 
Cor 
han 
Cat 
Mol 
Jas 
lane 
War 


upo 


SAL 
CI 
TC 
DI 
P 


upol 
SAL 


Pe 
Loch 
Sorr 
(two 
Lane 
Kirk 
Gree 
Sand 
hie uy 


I 


W 

L 
Ret 
print 


ARM 


Coy 
of Vi 
l'e up 








lie 


[ -~ 


lou 


tor 
the 


On} 

“ain 

and 

ton 

mn); 

ire ; 

‘ton 

Sast 

ole . 
wim 

per- 
ans 
rd ; 
idda 
iley- 
iwk- 
Wo}; 
port 
loch 
Whi: 
ken- 
Ins ; 
Ve) ; 
Old- 
gi.) 
‘old ; 
ost h- 
iste; 
Loft- 
Pee) 5 
yny- 
rth ; 
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Barnsley : Blodeuyn y Duffryn ; 
bourne; Ilfracombe ; Wrockwardine 
Wood; Hornsey Rise; Islington; Ex- 
mouth (six); Caledonian Road; Dept- 
ford Park; Patricroft; Walton Park; 
Greenock (four); Clevedon; Annan; 
Bradford ; Ealing ; Kilmarnock ; Skeg- 
Sidmouth ; Southend ; 


ness ; Lymin- 
ster; Bristol (three); Hexham; Holly 
Park ; Hunwick ; Willington ; Brecon ; 


Aylestone ; Woolwich ; Bagslate ; Roch- 
dale (three): Heywood ; Fordingbridge 
Wakefield (two); Elgin (three) ; 
Chelsea ; Withington 
(two); Laneaster (three); Glasgow 
(eight); Morison; Warmby ; Dundee 
(two); St. Albans; East Dulwich ; 
Corsham (two); Balsall Heath ;  Sted- 
ham ; West Norwood ; Forest Hill (two); 
Catford; Hastings; Ffynnon Groew ; 
Mold Junction; Rossett: Peterhead ; 
Jasebourne ; Loughborough Park ; Old- 
land Common ; Devizes; Stockbridge ; 
Wandsworth ; and Fishbourne; to lie 
upon the Table. 


(tWO) 5 
Crowborough ; 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN BILL AND SALE OF IN- 
TOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHIL- 


DREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Perth. in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from 
Lochee; Newmilns (two); Kinneil ; 
Borrowstounness ;  Uphall; Whitburn 
(two): Kirkintilloch ; Galashiels (two) : 
Langton; Tlawiek ; Glasgow (three) ; 
Kirkwall; Peebles;  Erzie; Bowling ; 
Greenock (six); Aberdeen (two); Rattray ; 
Sandwick (five); and Charlestown :— to 


lie upon the Table. 


Dundee : 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WEXFORD COUNTY COUNCIL y. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 

Return [presented 20th March] to be 
printed. | No. 89. | 


ARMY (ROYAL MILITARY ACADEMY, 
WOOLWICH). 

Copy presented, of Report of the Board 

of Visitors for 1900 [by Command] ; to | 

l'e upon the Table. 


| 
| 


fol Marcu Lyol} 


Alding- 
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ARMY (ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE, 
SANDHURST). 

Copy presented, of Report of the Board 
of Visitors for 1900 [by Command] ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


(Juestions. 


ARMY. 

Copy presented, of Finding of a Court 
of Inquiry, held at Barberton on the 25th 
September, 1900, to investigate the cir- 
cumstances under which  Lieutenant- 
Colonel Bo EL Spragge, D.S.O.. 13th 
Battalion Imperial Yeomanry, and 
others, became prisoners of war [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENG- 

LAND, SCOTLAND, AND TRELAND). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 19th March: Mr. Lough|: to 
lie upon the Table. and to be printed. 


| No. 90. | 


IMPERIAL 
AND 


REVENUE 
EXPENDITURE) 
BRITAIN AND IRELAND). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
ordered 19th March, Wr. Lough]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
O1.] 


(COLLECTION 
(GREAT 


CHARITY COMMISSION 


AND WALES) 

Copy presented, of Forty-eighth Report 
of the Charity Commissioners tor England 
and Wales [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


(ENGLAND 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL 

Copies presented. of Diplomatic and 
Constdar Reports, Annual Nos. 
2.562 to 2564 [by Command]: to te 
upon the Table, 


SERIES), 


Series, 


CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS 
(MAIDSTONE). 

Ordered, That the Copy of the Judges’ 
Report and Minutes of Evidence in the 
Maidstone Election Trial be printed. 
| No. 92.| (Mr. Attorney General.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN 
NEGOTIATIONS 
BOTHA. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

(Stirling Burghs): | wish to ask the 


WAR 
WITH 


- PEACE 
GENERAL 
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Colonial Seeretary whether he can say 
when the Papers relating to the recent 
negotiations in South Africa will be 
distributed to Members. He will under- 
stand our desire to see thein. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN. 
Birmingham, W.): 1 quite understand 
the desire of the right hon. Gentleman. 
which, | think, is perfectly reasonable. 
There has been a little delay owing to 
the necessit \ for us to telegraph to Lord 
Kitchener for the full text of his communi- 
eation to General Botha. That only 
reached us this morning. The Papers are 
now in the hands of the printers, and | am 
told they will be delivered to-morrow, by 
the time the House meets, | hope. 


TRANSVAAL CIVIL ADMINISTRATION 

MR. DOUGLAS FORSTER. 
*Sirn BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk. 
N.): L beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether Mr. Douglas 
Forster has been appointed to a legal post 
in the Transvaal by or with the knowledge 
of Sir Alfred Milner ; and. if so, what are 
his duties and his salary ; whether he is 
the same person who, under the name of 
Adolphus Ellis, was manager of a thea- 
trical company in the Transvaal; and 
what are his qualifications for the oftice 
which he holds. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 
information on this matter. If the hon. 
Gentleman wishes me to do so, | am pre- 
pared to make inquiries of Sir Alfred 
Milner ; but | would ask him to consider 
whether, in view of the enormous work 
now imposed on Sir Alfred, he would wish 
me to inguire in this case unless he has 
some evidence to show that Sir Alfred is 
in any way whatever connected with it. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman inquire whether 
the appointment has been made by any 
subordinate officer? The right hon. Gen- 
tleman will remember that during the 
last session he spoke to me about this 
very man. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : My present 
information is confined to an 
given by my _ right 


Secretary of State for War, which was | 
to the «ffect, Ithink, that this gentle- | 


{COMMONS} 


answer | 
hon. friend the, 





(Juestions, 696 


man had been employed by Lord Roberts, 
As far as I understand the matter, the 


gentleman has no connection whatever 


with Sir Alfred Milner. 


BOER PRISONERS—MRS. HERTZOG, 
Mr. CHANNING (Northampton- 


shire, E.): [ beg toask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether it has heen 
brought to his knowledge that Albert 
Hertzog. a child of two years of age, has 
lately been released from imprisonment 
in the camp at Port Elizabeth, but that 
his mother is still a prisoner in the same 
camp: whether Mrs. Hertzog is the wife 
of Judge Hertzog. lately a member of the 
High Court at Bloemfontein; — and 
whether there is any good reason of State 
why she should not be permitted to join 
her child. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


information, but will inquire. 


I ha ve no 


BRITISH SOUTH AFRICA COMPANY’S 
ACCOUNTS. 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): 1 beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he 


has received from the British South 
Africa Company, as required by its 
charter, accounts for the — financial 
vears ending $list March, 1899, and 


1900, and Estimates of revenue and 
expenditure for the year ending 5lst 
March, 1901 ; and when they will be laid 
upon the Table. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The ae- 
counts for the financial years ended the 
21st March, 1899 and 1900, have not yet 
been received, but will be asked for at 
once. I have received the Estimates of 
revenue and expenditure for the year 
ending 31st March, 1901, and they will 
be Jaid on the Table. 


RESPONSIBILITY FOR CONCENTRA- 
TION OF STORES AT LADYSMITH. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can state the name of 
the officer in South Africa who ordered 
military stores to be concentrated at 
Ladysmith ; whether he was acting on 
instructions from home or on his own 
responsibility, and at what date was the 
concentration of such stores commenced. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild. 
ford): No, Sir, | cannot, within the 
limits of a reply to a question, adjust the 
responsibility as to the concentration of 
stores at Ladysmith between officers at 
home and on the spot. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Will this question 
come within the purview of the inquiry 
on the war! 


Mr. BRODRICK: No terms of refer- 
ence have yet been suggested, but if an 
inquiry takes place this point, among 
many others, might come within it. 


Mr. M‘SKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
Did the right hon. Gentleman say “if” 
or when ” the inquiry takes place ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Any inquiry on 
that subject should be addressed to my 
right hon. friend the First Lord of the 
Treasury. 


SOLDIERS’ WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Government scheme of pen- 
sions to widows and orphans of those 
who lose their lives in South Africa will 
include the widows of those who married 
off the strength; whether the Govern- 
ment allowances will be granted irre- 
spective of life annuities already given 
by outside funds, and from what date 
will the pensions be payable and through 
what channel will they be remitted. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The pensions will 
only be given to women on the married 
establishment, including the wives of 
men of the Reserve, Militia, Yeomanry, 
and Volunteers married before mobilisa- 
tion., The pensions will be given irre- 
spective of annuities already given by 
outside funds. The pensions will be 
given from the Ist July. 
of payment has not yet been settled. 


ALLEGED BOER ATROCITY AT 
TAAIBOSCH. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): | beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he has any information 
showing that, on 19th February, the 


{21 Marcu 1901} 


The channel | 
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bosch, fired upon the passengers, black 
and white, killing hundreds as they lay 
maimed and wounded in the wreckage. 


Questions. 


*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan.ey, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton): I have no 
official information of the matter alluded 
to. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: As this state- 
ment has been widely circulated, will 
the noble Lord take steps to ascertain 
whether there is any truth in it ? 


*Lorp STANLEY: If there is any 
truth in it we shall have official informa- 
tion. 


COMFORTS FOR THE TROOPS. 

Mr. MANSFIELD (Lincolnshire, Spal- 
ding): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
telegram from Lord Kitchener asking 
for comforts for the troops in South 
Africa, he will arrange that all such 
comforts shall be sent out free of cost to 
the sender; and, if so, whether small 
parcels can also be sent post free. 


*LorD STANLEY : Boxes and parcels, 
if sent carriage paid to the Embarking 
Staff Officer, Empress Dock, South- 
ampton, will be forwarded without 
further charge to the corps or individual 
to whom they are addressed. 


Mr. LAMBERT: May I ask how long 
these parcels will take to get to the troops, 
and whether there is any chance of their 
being blocked at Durban or Cape Town ? 


*Lorp STANLEY: There are reasons 
for which I am not responsible which 
occasionally prevent trains from going 
up north. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Is it 
not the fact that many of the parcels 


/sent in this way have been five months 


on the road, whereas those sent through 


| the Post Office have gone through with- 


| 


| 
| 


out any delay at all ? 
[No answer was given. ] 


Mr. MANSFIELD: Can small parcels 


Boers, after capturing a train at Taai-| be sent post free ? 


VOL. XCI. 
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Questions. 


*Lorp STANLEY: That is a question | 


which would have to be referred to 
South Africa, as the Colonial Government 
would be responsible for part of the pay- 
ment. We should have to get their 
consent. 


Mr. MANSFIELD: Will you endea- 


vour to do so ? 
[No answer was _ given.] 


‘Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): | beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether, in 
view of the approach of winter in South 
Africa, care will be taken to provide the 
troops with a sufficient supply of flannel 
underclothing. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Yes, Sir. Large 
supplies of flannel shirts, woollen drawers, 
and jerseys have been sent out. 


REJECTED MARK IV. BULLETS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, in view of the fact that fifty mil- 
lions Mark IV. bullets have been manu- 
factured, and that four and a half millions 
have been broken up because they were 
useless, will he state what has been done 
with the remaining forty-five and a half 
millions. 


*Lorp STANLEY: In the first place 
I am not sure that the hon. Member’s 
figures are correct. 


Mr. WEIR: I know they are. 
*Lorp STANLEY: These bullets have 
been made up into cartridges, which are 


being used for practice purposes. 


Mr. WEIR: Are they dum-dum or 
soft-nosed bullets ? 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Have all these 
bullets that were sent out to South 
Africa been brought back again ! 


*LorD STANLEY : No, Sir. 


Mr. WEIR: I again ask the noble 
Lord whether these bullets were soft- 
nosed or dum-dum bullets. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) ; 


Where were they made ? 


*Lorp STANLEY : That does not arise 
out of the question. 


SOLDIERS’ KITS. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been directed to the facet 
that infantry soldiers are only allowed two 
shirts in their kit, and whether, in view 
of the complaints made as to the inade- 
quacy of this supply, he purposes making 
any additions thereto. 


Lorp STANLEY: This matter has 
been very carefully considered, and it has 
not been held necessary to make any 
change. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Have any com- 
plaints been received from the men or 
from medical officers ? 


Lorp STANLEY : Not that I know of. 


YEOMANRY TRAINING. 

Mr. STOCK (Liverpool, Walton): ‘I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
seeing that the majority of Yeomanry 
regiments come out for their annual train- 
ing in May, whether he can now state 
when the Army Order will be published 
giving the requirements of the War Office 
this year with respect to the period of 
training, camping out, uniform, and 
amount of recruiting, in order to allow 
the necessary arrangements to be made 
in reasonable time by Colonels and Adju- 
tants of Yeomanry. 


Lorp STANLEY: The Army Order 
is being drafted with all possible speed, 
but I must ask for a few days law. 


BOY RECRUIT 

CoLtoNeEL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, 
Rye): I beg to ask the Secretary for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of George Harold Over, recently 
charged before the Lambeth magistrate 
with being an absentee from the East 
Surrey Militia, when it was elicited that 
Over was only fourteen years old, though 
serving as a full-grown private soldier ; 
and whether the conduct of the medical 
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(Questions. 


officer responsible for having passed him 
will receive any official notice from the 


military authorities. 

Lorp STANLEY : 
into this case. 
teen years four months. 
5 feet 3} inches, chest measurement 
thirty-two inches, and weight 108 pounds. 
The medical officer considered his appear- 
ance and physical equivalent as being 
that of a youth of seventeen years and 
three months. The boy has been ordered 
to be discharged. 

EBRINGTON BARRACKS, LONDON- 

DERRY. 

Toe Marquess or HAMILTON (Lon- 
donderry): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office if he will state 
the cause of the delay in bringing to a 
completion the enlargement of the Eb- 
tington Barracks in Londonderry, with 
a view to having that place established as 
amilitary headquarters, and if he can say, 
at the present rate of progress, when the 
extension will be completed and the head- 
quarters duly established, as so repeatedly 
promised. 


Lorp STANLEY: This is one of the 
numerous cases of delay caused by the 
difficulties which meet the War Depart- 
ment in the purchase of land for military 
purposes. Contracts for all the principal 
buildings are now in hand, and it is hoped 
to complete the extension by June, 1902. 


ALDERSHOT ARMY SCHOOL. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): [| 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the suicide of an | 
Army schoolmaster at Aldershot on 6th 
March, stated at the inquest to be due to 
overwork in an understaffed school for 
excessively long hours, 8.30 a.m. to 8.30 
p.m., steps may be taken by the War 
Office to improve the conditions of service 
in Army schools, so as to attract to Army 
schools an adequate supply of teachers, | 
and ensure that they shall not be required | 


hours. 


Lorp STANLEY: An Inter-Depart- 
mental Committee has recently been | 
appointed to consider questions dealing 
with Army schoolmasters, and amongst 
them the adequacy of the staff. 


{21 Marcu 1901} 


I have inquired 
Over gave his age as seven- 
His height was 
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ACCOMMODA- 


(Questions. 
BARRACK 
TION. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
ot State for War whether he is aware that 
although the regimental depot for the 
3rd Battalion Seatorth Highlanders, 
Ross-shire Militia, is at Dingwall, barrack 
accommodation is not adequate, part 
only of the staff being quartered at 
Dingwall and the rest of the staff and 
men at Fort George ; and will he con- 
sider the expediency of erecting barracks 
on one or other of the sites in the imme- 
diate vicinity of the town, so that the 
whole of the staff and men may _ be 
accommodated in the county town. 


DINGWALL 


Lord STANLEY: I have nothing to 
add to the replies given to similar ques- 
tions put by the hon. Member on several 
previous occasions. 


SCOTTISH VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY. 

Mr. NICOL (Argyllshire) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 


re-arm the Scotch Volunteer Artillery 
with the 4°7 guns: and, if so, can he 
state when this is likely to be carried 


out. 


Lord STANLEY: Some Scoteh Volun- 


teer batteries will be included amongst 
the Volunteer batteries to be re-armed 


with the 4°7 guns. I cannot say at 


present when this will be carried out. 


WRECK OF H.M.S. “SYBILLE.” 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty what officers, besides the 
captain, and what number of blue- 
jackets and marines respectively belong- 
ing to H.M.S. “Sybille” were on duty 
on shore when that ship was wrecked ; 
and whether the Admiralty have infor- 
‘mation to the effect that the captain of 
the ship has since speci: ally complimented 
the engineer and stokers for saving all 
the heavy guns under very difficult cir- 


/cumstances when the ship was ashore. 


ADMI- 
Belfast, 
at the 


*Tue SECRETARY To THE 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER. 
W.): The information received 


| Admiralty is to the effect that the captain; 
(two 


lieutenants, and fifty men were 


2B2 
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anded. Captain Williams. in his  evi- 


dence before the Court-Martial, remarked 
that the work in connection with saving 
the guns reflected great credit on Mr. 
Dawson, assistant engineer. and_ his 
party of stokers. The Court added the 
following rider to the sentence— 

“The Court are of opinion that every 
possible effort was made to save the ship after 
she first struck, and that good order and dis- 
cipline were maintained under trying and 
difficult circumstances, and that the salvage 
operations were conducted in a manner credit- 
able to all the officers and men taking part 
therein. 


NAVAL CONSTRUCTION. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
what was the amount spent upon new 
construction in the nine months ending 
respectively on the 31st December, 1899, 
and the 31st December. 1900. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The amount 
spent upon new construction in the 
nine months ending the 3lst December, 
1899, was £4.256.643 and in the nine 
months ending the 51st December, 1900, 
£5.182.883. 


CHINA: ANGLO-RUSSIAN DISPUTE AT 
TIENTSIN. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): | beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
General Barrow ordered the Russians to 


be opposed by force of arms in regard to | 


the dispute over the railway at Tientsin ; 
and, if so, why such order was not 
executed. 

The SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton. Middlesex, 
Ealing): So tar as I know. all orders 
issued by General Barrow have been 
executed : but his action in this instance, 
as I before said, was strictly limited to 
the protection of British rights on 
ground he believed to be property of the 
railway. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon) : 
I beg to ask the Leader of the House 
whether he has any announcement to 
make as to the negotiations between 
Russia and this country. 


Tue FIRST LORD or Tue TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour. Manchester, E.) : 


No, Sir; I have no statement to make. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I understand 


a statement has been made in another 
place. 


Questions. 





AN Irish MEMBER: Oh, we shall hear 
it next week. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: May I ask 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
whether it is not the case that a state- 
ment has been made by the Secretary of 
State in another place? I think we 
ought to know it. 


*Tne UNDER SECRETARY ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount Cray- 
BORNE, Rochester): I have not the least 
doubt that my noble friend had notice 
given him, and if the hon. Member will 
give me notice of a question I shall be 
happy to answer it. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Surely, Mr 
Speaker, the House of. Commons is 
entitled to hear hours — after- 
wards———— 


some 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is not entitled to comment on the 
answer of the noble Lord. This is not 
the time for comment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I understand 
that no notice could be given because this 
question relates to negotiations which 
were conducted to-day. 


Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs a question, of which I have given 
private notice, whether His Majesty's 
Government has any information as to 
the despatch or the bringing up of re- 
inforcements of the British troops at 
Tientsin, and whether additional British 
troops have reached Tientsin yesterday 
or to-day, or are expected to arrive there ; 
and whether the Russian general has 
issued a statement that no settlement is 
possible except on the condition of the 
withdrawal of the British troops. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: If the hon. 
Member will allow me I shall answer the 
question. [Opposition cries of ‘* Why ?”] 
The hon. Member put a question as to 
the British troops in China, and those 
troops are under my orders. The answer 
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to the first question is in the negative. 
The reply to the second question is that 
a certain number of white troops have 
been substituted for certain of the native 
Indian troops stationed at Tientsin. In 
reply to the third question, such a state- 
ment is reported to have been made, but 
I am not aware that it is authentic. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Though the noble Lord the Under Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs is, of course, 
entitled to ask for notice of any question 
put to him, still I would ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether some 
Member of the Government could not 
make a statement as to what is going on 
in China, seeing that a statement on that 
subject has been made in another place. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman and the House appear to be 
under the impression that we are delibe- 
rately concealing something from the 
House which we know to have been given 
to the other House. I have not the 
smallest idea of what the communication 
was that was made to the other House. 


*VisccunT CRANBORNE: Nor have I. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
in future he can make arrangements that 
when important communications on 
foreign affairs are made in the other 
House they shall also be made in this 
House ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We are always 
anxious that this House should have the 
earliest information on all points, but it 
would be practically impossible to lay 
down a rule that a question should never 
be answered in the House of Lords with- 
out previous notice to us here. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: May I ask 
whether an arrangement has been arrived 
at whereby both Russian and British 
troops are to retire from the disputed 


territory, that matters are to be referred | 


to Count von Waldersee, and that an 


apology is to be offered by the party | 


found to be in the wrong ? 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby): Was not a full statement 


{21 Marcu 1901} 


made by the Foreign Secretary in the 
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other House at half-past four o’clock in 


| answer to Earl Spencer ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is the 
first intimation I have received of it. I 
have no doubt that if the hon. Gentleman 
says it is so it is true, but I am not aware 
of it. 


Mr. O'SHEE: Arising out of the 
answer of the noble Lord, I should like 
to ask whether the substitution of British 
white troops for the native troops who 
were at Tientsin is due to the fact that 
friction exists between the French and 
British troops there ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Cannot 
the First Lord of the Treasury get 
the House out of its difficulty by 
deputing the noble Lord the Under 
Secretary to go down to the other House 
and see his chief ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Hon. 

Members are proceeding to debate the 
whole question. Some other  oppor- 
tunity must be taken for that. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Cannot I 
have an answer to the specific question I 
put ? 


[No reply was given. ] 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Minis- 
ters ought to be in this House, and not 
in the other House. 


RUSSO-CHINESE AGREEMENT ON 
MANCHURIA. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Eeclesall): 1 beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the assurances given by 
Count Lamsdorff, on 6th February, 
1901, to the British Ambassador at 
St. Petersburg, regarding the Russo- 
Chinese Agreement as to Manchuria, 
referred to an agreement made at Port 
Arthur between the Russian and Chinese 
local representatives on 22nd November, 
1900, and not the principal agreement 
made at Peking and received at St. Peters- 
burg after 6th February. 


*Viscount CRANBORNE: In_ the 
opinion of His Majesty’s Government the 
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statement made by Count Lamsdorff on Britain with France of 11th August, 
the 6th of February. and confirmed by 1870, were of a temporary character only, 
him on the 27th. is applicable to any and ceased to operate twelve months 
agreement with regard to Manchuria after the ratification of the Treaty of 
between the Russian and Chinese Peace between France and the North 
German Confederation. The Anglo- 
Turkish Convention of 4th January, 
1878, is still in force ; but the obligations 
of this country under it were made con- 
tingent upon certain reforms in that 
country. 


Governments. 


THE YANG-TSZE VICEROYS. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): 1 beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether. in view of the services rendered 
by the Viceroys Liu Kun-yi and Chang 
Chih-tung during the Boxer outbreak, EXTRADITION TREATY WITH THE 
in protecting foreigners and preserving UNITED STATES. 
order, and of the fact that the said Vice-, Mr. TAYLOR (Laneashire, Radcliffe) : 
roys have memorialised the Thronefor the | I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
introduction of reforms. the Government | for Foreign Affairs, in view of the fact 
will press the Court to authorise them that under our extradition treaty with 
to introduce at once reforms within their the United States a bankrupt debtor 
may defy his British creditors upon his 
arrival in the United States, whether the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
will endeavour to get an amended extra- 
dition treaty under which absconding 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: His Majesty’s: bankrupts may be made amenable to our 
Government recognise the importance of | bankruptey laws. ees 4 
the services rendered by the Viceroys 
Liu Kun-yi and Chang Chih-ttung, and = Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): | 
would gladly support them in promoting beg, at the same time, to ask the Under 
measures for the development of China Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
and its opening to foreign trade. His whether he is aware that when the 
Majesty's Government authorised His extradition treaty or treaties which 
Majesty's Minister at Peking in October | govern the relations of this country and 
last to make a strong protest against the | the United States of America were con- 
cluded no provisions were made for 


own provinces, and to guarantee that they 
shall under no pretext be disturbed for a 
definite term of years in the carrying out 
of such reforms. 


removalof the Viceroys.and His Majesty's 
Minister replied that he was satisfied that offences under the bankruptcy laws ; 
there was no danger of their removal. and whether negotiations have been 
proceeding with the Government of 
TREATIES BETWEEN THIS COUNTRY the United States to remedy this alleged 
AND CONTINENTAL POWERS. want ; if so, whether the matter will be 
Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk. Eye): [ dealt with without any unnecessary 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State delay In the interests of the commercial 
for Foreign Affairs whether those por- community, as cases ot loss to the 
tions of the Anglo-Belgian Treaties of business world in both countries are not 
1831. 1839, and 1870. and of the Anglo- !!requent. 
Turkish Convention of 1878, as have not 
been expressly repealed by subsequent 
international instruments. are still held 
to be binding upon this country. 


*ViscountT CRANBORNE: His Ma- 
jesty’s Government have endeavoured 
onmore than one oecasion of late years 
to make provision for the mutual sur- 
* Viscount CRANBORNE: The treaty render in extradition of persons charged 
of 15th November. 1831, between Great with offences against the bankruptey 
Britain with other Powers and Belgium laws in this country and in the United 
was superseded by the Treaty of 19th States. In 1884 the offence was inserted 
April, 1839, between the same parties, in the draft of a treaty then under 
which is still in force. The treaties be- negotiation, but it was not accepted by 
tween Great Britain and Prussia, of the United States Government. The 


9th August, 1870. and between Great proposal was again put forward in 1889 
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by Her Majesty’s Government, but Her 


{21 Marcu 1901} 


| tween Muir of Ord and Avoch, 
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Questions, 


Ross-shire, 


Majesty’s Ambassador at Washington | are frequently mixed, and are not pro- 


reported that offences against bank- 
ruptey laws were excluded from all | 
American extradition treaties because | 
no national bankruptey law existed, 
and the law varied in each State of the 
Union. The matter was accordingly 
not further pressed 
Government. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | 
Central): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the Senate of the United States 
recently ratified an extension of the 
crimes for which the extradition of 
criminals ean be accorded to Great 
Britain ; and, if so, what crimes may 
now be added to the list. and. 
regard to the policy of the 
people to keep their country free from 
immigration of criminals as evidenced 
by their legislation, His Majesty's Govern- 
ment will endeavour to make the list 
of extradition crimes between this 
country and the United States as com- 
plete as between other civilised countries. 
*ViscountT CRANBORNE: His Ma- 
jestvys Ambassador at 
reported on the 13th instant that the 
Senate of the United States had approved 
a Supplementary Extradition 
signed on the 13th of December last. 
This Treaty adds to the offences men- 
tioned in the Treaties of 1842 and 1889 
the following — offences :— Obtaining 
money, valuable securities, or other 
property by false pretences ; wilful and 
unlawful destruction or obstruction of 
railroads 
procuring abortion. 
taken for the early 
Supplementary Treaty. The 
tradition offences is practically as com- 
plete as that contained in the Treaties of 


Steps are 
ratification of this 


other countries with the United States. | 
Further additions will be considered if | 


necessity should arise, and so far as the 
laws of both countries may permit. 
MIXED 


HIGHLAND RAILWAYS: 


TRAINS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether 
he is aware that the passenger trains 
running on the Highland Railway be- 


by His Majesty's | 


has | 


having | 
American | 


Washington | 


Treaty | 


| assures me 
which endangers human. life ; | 
being | 


list of ex- | 


| vided throughout with the continuous 


brake : and will he take steps to require 


| the Highland Railway Company to con- 
| form with the Board of Trade regula- 


tions- 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
(OF TRADE (Mr. GERALD BaLrour, 
| Leeds, Central) : The Order made by the 

| Board upon the Highland Railway Com- 
| pany under the Regulation of Railways 
Act. 1889, authorised the running of a 
limited number of mixed trains for the 
conveyance of goods and_ passengers. 
subject to specified conditions, of which 
one is “that the engine tender and 
passenger vehicles of such mixed trains 
shall be provided with continuous brakes 
worked from the engine.” In fixing the 
number of such mixed trains from time 
to time the Board of Trade, as directed 
by the Act, have regard to the nature 
and extent of the traftic on the railway 
concerned. All the engines and_ pas- 
senger vehicles of such trains are stated 
to be duly fitted with an automatic 


| brake, and the Board’ sOrder appears, 


therefore. to be fully complied with. 

Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman make inquiry into the matter? 
Or will he allow me to give him my 
own experience of the line ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
already placed myself in communication 
with the company, with the result stated 
in my answer. If the hon. Member 
that the Order is not com- 
plied with I will further inquire. 


Mr. WEIR: I do. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : [I should 
like it in writing. 


Mr. WEIR: Certainly. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS IN HIGHLAND 


| CROFTING COUNTIES. 
| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 


| dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
is aware that only two light railways 
have so far been constructed in the 
six Highland crofting counties under 


| the terms of the Light Railways Act, 
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1896, and that many of the proposed 
light railways, for which the Secretary 
for Scotland long since granted certifi- 
cates on the ground that they are neces- 
sary means of communication between 
fishery harbours and the interior of 
the country, and cannot be constructed 
without special assistance from the 


Questions. 


State, have been abandoned by the, 


promoters owing to the terms of the 
Act ; and, in view of the difficulty ex- 


perienced in obtaining local aid for the | 
construction of such railways in the | 


Highlands, will the Government con- 


sider the expediency of so amending the | 


Act as to admit of effect being given to 
the recommendations of the Secretary 
for Scotland. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The first 
paragraph of the hon. Member's ques- 
tion does not correctly state the facts. 
No light railway has been constructed 
in the crofting counties under the Act 
of 1896. Under that Act, however, 
four light railways have been authorised, 
while two have been constructed under 
special Acts. I am not aware what 
difticulties the hon. Member refers to as 
having been experienced by promoters 
in, consequence of the terms of the Act, 
or am I at present satisfied that there 
is any necessity for an amendment of 
the law prescribing the conditions upon 
which grants are made. 


ARMAGH TO KINGSCOURT RAILWAY. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the promoters 
of the railway from Armagh to Kings- 
court have sold their rights, acquired 
under an Act passed last year, for making 
this line to the Great Northern Railway 
Company; whether he can say how 
much these rights were sold for: and 
whether he will take steps to prevent 
an arrangement between these promoters 
and the Great Northern Railway which, 
if carried out, would give a monopoly 
to the Great Northern Railway Company 
in the north-east portion of Ireland. ~ 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Board have been informed on behalf of 
the promoters of the Kingscourt, Keady, 
and Armagh Bill of this session that the 
working agreement which it is proposed 
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to authorise by the Bill—between the 
Kingscourt, Keady and Armagh Com- 
pany and the Great Northern Railway 
Company—will be scheduled to the Bill. 
I have not seen the proposed agreement, 
but it will no doubt be laid before the 
Parliamentary Committee to which the 
Bill is referred, and the questions raised 
by the hon. Member are for the considera- 
tion of that Committee rather than for 
the Board of Trade. 


Questions. 


REMOVAL OF BRITISH FACTORIES 
TO THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to ask 
the. President of the Board of ‘Trade 
whether he will furnish a Return show- 
ing the number of manufacturing works 
removed from this country tothe United 
States, specifying the nature of the manu- 
facture and the causes for the removal. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It would 
not be practicable to obtain accurate 
information with regard to the subject 
referred to in the question, and I could 
not, therefore, undertake to furnish the 
Return which he desires. 


FILE TRADE WITH 


RUSSIA. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of ,Trade 
if he is aware that some firms in Sheffield 
have been compelled by the Russian 
duties to erect factories in Russia to sell 
files and other goods in that empire, and 
if the Government proposes to take steps 
to check the migration of factories, 
capital, machinery, and skilled manufac- 
turers from this country to the United 
States, Russia, France, Spain, Italy. 
Germany, and other countries. 


SHEFFIELD 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
aware that it is stated that certain firms 
at Sheffield are about to erect branch 
factories or branch establishments 1m 
Russia, but I am not prepared to propose 
any steps in the direction indicated by 
the hon. Member. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent. 


Thanet): May I ask whether the Char 


cellor of the Exchequer will not take 
some steps in his Budget ? 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


question had better be addressed to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Questions. 


EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, East): I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education if he is aware 
that the Returns of evening continuation 
schools, granted for several years past, 
fail to show the total amounts spent on 
evening schools by the various autho- 
rities aiding those schools; if he can 
grant a more complete Return of parti- 
culars with regard to evening schools, 
including those inspected from White- 
hall and those inspected from South 
Kensington; and if, now that the 
Science and Art Department is merged in 
the Board of Education, there is any 
longer any reason for a dual administra- 
tion of grants to evening schools. 


*THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorsv, 
Cambridge University): I am aware 
that the present Returns are imperfect. 
They embrace only those schools and 
parts of schools which are working under 
the Evening Continuation Schools Code, 
and omit the schools and parts of schools 
working under the Directory of the Board 
of Education. If the hon. Member will 
confer with me, I will do my best to add 
such particulars to the Return as he 
desires. I am not aware of any reason 
for the continuance of the dual adminis- 
stration. 


WINNINGTON PARK SCHOOL— 
COUNTY COUNCIL SCHOLARSHIPS. 

Si JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether, in view of the fact 
that certain children who have obtained 
county council scholarships at Winning- 
ton Park School, in Cheshire, and are now 
attending higher grade schools in Man- 
chester, will under the Minuteof 6th April, 
1900, be obliged to leave these schools at 
the end of the current term, having 
reached the age of fifteen without having 
worked out their scholarships, and, in view 
of the fact that these are not isolated cases, 
His Majesty’s Government will consider 


Marcu 1901} 
That. 
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the desirability of modifying the Code by 
extending the limit of age in the case of 
children holding county council and other 
similar scholarships to 16, 17, or, as in the 
case of Scotland, to 18 years. 


*Sir J. GORST: I am not aware of 
any school in Manchester which is under 
the higher elementary schools Minute, 
and I doubt the existence of any such 
case of hardship as is referred to in the 
Question ; but if the hon. Member will 
give me particulars of any such case | 
will inquire into it. 


EDUCATION OF DEAF AND DUMB 
CATHOLIC CHILDREN. 

Lorp EDMUND TALBOT (Sussex, 
Chichester): I beg to ask the Vice- 
President ‘of the Committee of Council 
on Edueation if the school authority 
of any district supplies a public elemen- 
tary school suitable for the elemen- 
tary education of blind or deat children 
for such district under Section 2 of the 
Elementary Education (Blind and Deaf 
Children) Act, 1893; has the Roman 
Catholie parent of such a child the right 
under that Act to refuse to have his child 
educated at such a school, and to require 
the school authority to send it to a certified 
Roman Catholic institution, and contri- 
bute to its maintenance while there. 


*Sm J. GORST: I am reluctant to 
express any opinion on a general ques- 
tion; but I have been advised that the 
fact that a school authority has itself 
snpplied a school for the education of 
deaf and blind children does not of itself 
entitle the school authority to insist on 
the child being sent to that school if the 
parent of the child selects some other 
place of instruction. But the selection 
must be a reasonable one (see Section 
10 (2) of the Act); and the question 
whether the selection was or was not 
reasonable would have to be decided on 
the merits of each particular case. 


JUSTICES’ OATH OF ALLEGIANCE. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether, in view of the inconveni- 
ence caused by existing requirements, he 
has taken His Majesty’s pleasure as to 
issuing an order under Section 2 of the 
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Promissory Oaths Act. 1871. enabling 
justices to take the oath of allegiance and 
the judicial oath before any two justices 
in petty sessions assembled. 


Questions. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Jesse COLLINGS, Birmingham, Bordesley) : 
The King’s pleasure has been taken on this 
matter, and His Majesty has been pleased 
to appoint that any oaths required to 
he taken by county justices who were 
appointed to their oftices by virtue of 
commissions issued in the reign of Her 
late Majesty may be taken before the 
justice acting as chairman at the sitting 
of any petty sessional court of the county 
for which such commissions were issued 
respectively, 

DEATH SENTENCES INFAN- 

TICIDE. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether. in cases of 
infanticide, the judge has no option but 
to pass the sentence of death upon the 
guilty person ; and, if this be so, whether 
he contemplates any change in the law. 


FOR 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS (for Mr. 
RivcHiE): There is no alternative sen- 
tence in child murder. The 
Secretary ot State does not contemplate 
any alteration of the law. 


cases ot 


TITHE AVERAGES. 

COLONEL MILWARD (Warwickshire. 
Stratford-upon-Avon) : I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether he is aware that dissatisfaction 
exists amongst tithe owners as to the 
system by which the tithe averages are 
ascertained ; and whether he will cause 
inquiry to be made upon this subject. 


*THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury. Pres- 
ton): Tam aware that some tithe owners 
complain that under the Act the average 
price is too low, on the ground that a good 
deal of the best grain is not sold in the 
specified markets and therefore does not 
enter into the Returns. The tithepayers, 
on the other hand, say that a good deal 
of inferior corn is similarly not sold in 
these markets and the average price is 
thus unduly raised. The whole system 
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of commutation was. however. from 
the first based on the principle of taking 
into account only the corn actually sold 
to specified classes of purchasers in 
particular markets. If my hon. friend 
ean show that the existing markets are 
not fairly representative, inquiry shall he 
made—but a revision was only made as 
recently as Ist January last. If my hon, 
friend can give specific instances of 
neglect to make returns of all the corn 
sold in accordance with the Act, or of 
failure in any respect to carry out the 
provisions of the law by any of the return- 
ing markets, [ shall be glad to have inquiry 
made. 


IMPORTS OF INFERIOR TEA, 
Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if his attention has been 
drawn to the quantities of inferior and 
unwholesome teas imported into this 
country which are alleged to contain 
microbial products dangerous to health ; 
whether the inspectors of the Board have 
power to seize, analyse, and condenm 
such teas, and to what extent such powers 
are exercised : and if, in jhe interests of 
public health. he is willing to institute 
an inquiry into the best methods of 
checking the sale of such unwholesome 
teas by determining some minimun 
standard of purity, and by securing @ 
proper analysis of such teas before they 
are blended with other teas. 

Toe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Water 
Lone. Bristol. S.): The Local Govern- 
ment Board have no definite information 
as regards the matters referred to in 
the first) paragraph of the question. 
Under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
1899, the Board may in certain cireum- 
stances direct an officer to procure sam- 
ples of tea for analysis. The result of the 
analysis is to be communicated to the 
local authority, and thereupon it becomes 
the duty of the authority to cause pro- 
ceedings to be taken just as if they had 
caused the analysis to be made. The 
Public Health Acts contain provisions 
under which articles of food which appear 
to be unwholesome or unfit for the food 
of man can be dealt with by officers of 
I am not at present 
aware of sufficient reason for any such 


I beg 


inquiry as that suggested. 
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VACCINATION OF PAUPER 
CHILDREN. 
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Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): I beg to) 


ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether officials appointed 
by a board of guardians are or are not 
under the immediate control of the board 
of guardians appointing them ; and, 
whether the superintendent of a home 
under the board of guardians can cause 
the children in such home to be vac- 
cinated independently of the wishes of the 
parents or the guardians. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: The duties 
of the more important officers of a board 
of guardians are prescribed by statute 
and by regulations made by the Local 
Government Board or their predecessors. 
The regulations generally contain a pro- 
vision to the effect that the officer is to 
obey the lawful orders and directions of 
the guardians applicable to his office. 
The view of the Board is that under ordi- 
nary circumstances a child in an institu- 
tion such as that referred to in the ques- 
tion should not bevaceinated if the parent 
or—in the case of an orphan or deserted 
child—the guardians object. 


POOR LAW MEDICAL RELIEF AND 
THE FRANCHISE. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire. W.R.. 
Holmfirth): [ beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he is aware that electors are disfranchised 
it they or members of their family depen- 
dent upon them are treated as patients 
in a workhouse hospital, even though 
the guardians of the poor receive full 
payment from the elector or his friends 
tor the cost of treatment ; and that the 
same distranchisement takes place if, 
owing to lack of hospital accommodation, 
the municipality arranges with the 
guardians for infectious cases for which 
the municipality is responsible to be 
treated at the workhouse hospital, and 
the municipality pays to the guardians 
the full cost of such treatment ; and 
whether the Government will take steps 
to prevent such disfranchisement taking 
place 
*Mr. WALTER LONG: I 


am not 


aware that the allegation contained in 
the first paragraph of the question is 
correct. 


I have no authority to deter- 
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mine whether an elector is distranchised 
under any of the conditions referred to 
in the question, or to take any steps im 
the matter ; but, so far as I am able to: 
form an opinion, a person would not be 
disfranchised in the circumstances stated. 


THE WORKHOUSE DIETARY ORDER. 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether he 
is aware that the new dietary order which 
it is intended to put in force in al! the 
workhouses of the country on the 25th 
of March next is causing dissatisfaction 
among poor law authorities, both on 
the ground of the expense which will be 
involved and of the unpreparedness of 
the officials ; whether he is aware that 
resolutions have been passed by the 
majority of boards asking for a suspen- 
sion of the operation of the Order until 
the 29th of September next, and that 
this request has been unanimously en- 
dorsed by the Poor Law Unions Associa- 
ton in meeting assembled and by 
deputation to the Local Government 
Board ; and whether, having regard to 
these circumstances, his Department can 
see its way to comply with the wishes of 
poor law authorities and their officials 
in the matter. 
*Mr. WALTER LONG: As a result 
of the deputation referred to by the hon. 
Member, a conference has taken place 
between officers of the Board and repre- 
sentatives of the Poor Law Unions Associa- 
tion, when the points which the Associa- 
tion wished to raise in connection with 
the Order were discussed. <Aiter the 
discussion there did not appear to be 
anything to necessitate the postpone- 
ment of the date on which the Order is 
to come into operation, and the Board 
informed the Association on the 13th 
instant that they had decided not to: 
make any postponement. The explana- 
tions which the Board have given with 
regard to the Order have, I think, largely 
removed any dissatisfaction on the sub- 
ject. I may add that the Order was 
issued in October last, so that there has 


| been ample time to prepare for its taking 


effect. 


COTTAGE HOMES BILL. 
Mr. JOHN HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Richmond) : I beg to ask the Pres- 
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whether it is his intention to bring in a 
Bill this session to give effect to the recom- 
mendations of the Select Committee on 
the Cottage Homes Bill, 1899. 


*Mr. WALTER LONG: Boards 
guardians can give effect to the majority 
ot the recommendations of the Select 
Committee without legislation. As re- 
gards others, legislation would be required 
if fresh powers and duties were to be 
assigned to county councils, and I do not 
propose to introduce legislation on this 
subject at the present time. My right 
hon. friend and predecessor, in a circular 
of the 4th August last, called the attention 
of guardians to their powers in relation 
to the matters referred to by the Com- 
mittee, and I have since instructed the 
inspectors of the Board to report the 
result of the consideration of the circular 
hy guardians. In particular, whenever 
the opportunity has occurred I have 
pressed on the guardians the desirability 
o: taking children out of the workhouse. 


FOOD PRESERVATIV ES—-BORAX. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Loeal Government 
Board whether. seeing that Professor 
Thorpe stated in his evidence before the 
Royal Commission on Arsenic in Beer 
and Food that he had found no borax 
of commerce free from arsenic, the De- 
partmental Committee now engaged in 
setting up standards of purity under 
Clause 4 of the Food and Drugs Act, 
1900, will take cognisance of this evi- 
dence, and prohibit the use of borax as 
a preservative. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : [ presume that 
the hon. Member refers to the Depart- 
mental Committee appointed by my pre- 
decessor to inquire into the use of pre- 
servatives. That Committee has not at 
present reported, and it will be competent 
for them to take into consideration any 
evidence they may think fit. If it should 
appear that mixing borax with any 
article of food renders it injurious to 
health, a person so mixing it with intent 
that the article may be sold in that state 
would be liable to proceedings under the 
existing law. 


Mr. JOYCE: Is Dr. Thorpe the 


principal chemist in the Government 
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Department 


Mr. WALTER LONG : He is, 


of course, 


- MEDICAL OFFICERS OF HEALTH. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): |] 


| beg to ask the President of the Local 


Government Board whether any, and 
if so what, test of knowledge of thediseases 
of animals is required from candidates 
before being appointed medical officers 
of health. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : No test of the 


kind referred to is required by law. 


Mr. FIELD: Will you suggest that 
such atest be required in the future } 


Mr. WALTER LONG: There is no 
legal enactment under which it can be 
required, 


Mr. FIELD : Is it not possible to amend 
the law ? 


| No answer was given. } 


INSPECTORS OF NUISANCES. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the President 
of the Loeal Government Board whether 
the Loeal Government Board makes the 
appointment of a candidate as inspector 
of nuisances, which officer has among 
other duties to seize unsound meat, con- 
ditional on his possessing satisfactory 
knowledge of the diseases of animals 
likely to render the flesh unfit for human 
food, as well as a satisfactory know- 
ledge of the characters of sound and 
unsound meat ; and, if sueh a standard 
of knowledge is obligatory, when it was 


adopted. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The reply to 


the first paragraph of the question is in 
the negative. The Royal Commission 
on Tuberculosis recommended that meat 
inspectors should possess certain qualifi- 
cations. The Local Government Board 
have drawn the attention of councils of 
boroughs and other urban districts to 
this subject with a view to their giving 
effect to the recommendations as far as 
practicable. 


Mr. FIELD : How far have the recom- 
mendations been carried out ! 
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Mr. LONG: I am afraid I cannot 
answer that question. A great many 
appointments have been made. 


TELEPHONE DISTRICTS. 

Mr. M'KENNA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether, 
since the agreement with the National 
Telephone Company in 1896, any tele- 
phone district included in that agreement 
has been transferred from one telephone 
exchange area to another. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AvsTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): In the 
interval between the execution of the 
agreement with the National Telephone 
Company in 1896 and the appointment 
of the Select Committee on Telephones 
in I898 the transfer of a district from 
one telephone area to another Was aut ho- 
rised in several particulars ot 
which will be found in Appendix No. 35 
to the Report of the Select Committee. 
Certain of these alterations were em- 
bodied in a formal deed dated the 15th 
February, 1899, but no other transfer 
has been authorised since the appoint- 
ment of the Select Committee. 


Cases, 


Mr. M*KENNA: Has any transfer 
been applied for except the one [ made ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Ido 


not know. 


PROMOTION IN THE MANCHESTER 
POST OFFICE. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether — his 
attention has been called to the ease of a 
telegraphist in the Manchester Post 
Oftice who, on the &th September, 1900, 
was promoted to the position of clerk, 
filling a vacancy which had occurred in 
December, 1899. in which case the back 
pay then given to the telegraphist has 
had to be refunded. the promotion having 
since been dated from the Ist September, 
1900 ; whether the Postmaster General 
will investigate the principle governing 
promotions, with a view towards filling 
vacancies immediately they oecur, and 
date the next officer's promotion from 


that period; and if he will reconsider 
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the decision as to refunding the back 
pay referred to. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In 
the case referred to, two sorting clerks 
and telegraphists were promoted to be 
clerks, and it was intended that the date 
of promotion should be the Ist Septem- 
ber, 1900, that being the date on which 
the promotions were approved by the 
Postmaster General; but through an 
error the 16th December, 1899. was 
inserted in the papers. When this error 
was discovered steps were taken to correct 
it, the officers who had been overpaid 
£2 17s. each were called on to refund the 
overpayment; and the Postmaster 
General regrets that he cannot relieve 
them of this payment. If these ofticers 
had been allowed to benefit by the error 
committed,‘ they would have ranked 
above an officer who was properly their 
senior. The general rule is that  pro- 
motions shall take effect from the date 
on which they receive the Postmaster 
General's approval. Every effort — is 
made to fill vacancies as soon as possible ; 
but the Postmaster General 
reason for altering the general rule that 
a promotion should date from the day 
on which it is made. ‘ 


sees no 


LAND COMMISSION (IRELAND) 
CLERKS. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether, in 
view of the fact that three senior assistant 
clerks, abstracter class, employed in the 
offices of the Land Commission (Ireland), 
have for the past two years received an 
annual increment of £5, which they are 
still receiving, he can say whether there 
is any reason why the remainder of the 
class should not be similarly treated in. 
the matter of increment. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The case of the three clerks referred to 
is not identical with the remainder of the 
abstracter class, and I do not think that 
the treatment in their case can be applied 
to the rest of the class. But in the case 


of any abstracter recommended by the 
head of his department for special service. 
there is power to advance him in his 
seale, though without alteration of his. 
rate of increment. 
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CIVIL SERVICE SUPERANNUATION 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether it is 
still the practice of the Treasury, under 
Section 3 of the Superannuation Act of 
1887, to permit, upon promotion to the 
establishment, the counting of all con- 
tinuous temporary service rendered prior 
to establishment, as if the entire service 
of a similar character had been rendered 
upon the establishment. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There has been no change in the practice 
of the Treasury. 
Section 3 of the Superannuation Act ot 
1887 the power of the Treasury to reckon 
temporary service for pension is ex- 
pressly himited to cases in which they 
consider that the special circumstances 
warrant stich a course. 


-CARLOWAY AND STORNOWAY ROAD, 
ISLAND OF LEWIS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board have vet made provision for 
the construction of the middle section of 
the road between Carloway and Storno- 
way, Island of Lewis ; and, if not, will 
he state what steps it is proposed to take 
to complete this road. 


*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): No  pro- 
vision has been made for the purpose 
referred to in the question of the hon. 
Member, and no steps aré in contem- 
plation. 


NAVIGATION CLASSES IN SCOTTISH 
EVENING SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WEIR: I. beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state how many 
scholars in the whole of Scotland attended | 
classes in navigation at evening schools 
during the vear ending 31st December. 
1900; and will he state how many of 
these scholars attended navigation classes 
in the six Highland crofting counties. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
unable to give the information desired 
for the vear ended 31st December, 1900, 
because that date is in the middle of the | 
winter course, and does not represent | 


the natural close of a session of evening | tion. 
| 
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The Returns for the 
evening school session of 1899-1900 
show that navigation was taught in 
seventeen departments in the following 
Highland crofting counties : Argyll, 7; 
Inverness, 3: 1: Shetland, 6. 
The total number of scholars taught in 
these seventeen departments was 321. 


"school work. 


Ross, 


GREENOCK SCHOOL BOARD PRIZES, 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork) : 
to ask the Lord Advocate whether he is 
aware that Greenock School Board pro- 
vides prizes out of the public rate for 
the children attending the schools under 
their charge, which are really denomi- 
national in the sense that the Presby- 
terian religion is taught : and, whether, 
in these circumstances, he is prepared to 
instruct that a share of the prizes pur- 
chased by the Board be given all Govern- 
ment-inspected schools in proportion to 
the average attendance. 


I beg 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
aware that the School Board of Greenock, 
like many school boards in Scotland, 
provide prizes for children in attendance 
at the public schools out of the school 
fund. I know of nothing in the Educa- 
tion Acts which would warrant the 
payment from the school fund of prizes 
to children in attendance at other than 
public schools. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: But is this 
rule fair to the Catholic children ! 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
think so. It would be an entirely new 
departure to take the rates for the pur- 
pose suggested. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: But is not 
the Greenock School practically a denomi- 
national school 2? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: That 


is a matter of argument. 


Mr. J. F. X. OTBRIEN : Ought not 


the rule to be abandoned as unjust to 


| Catholic children, and the prizes provided 


by private people ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now arguing the ques- 
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INVER—DISFRANCHISEMENT OF 
HOUSEHOLDERS, 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that 
between sixty and seventy householders 
in Inver, Ross-shire, representing almost 
the entire village, are disfranchised 
in consequence of the landlord having 
failed to pay the rates, in accordance 
with an arrangement which these tenants 
show he entered into with them some 
time back; and, in view of the fact 
that as matters now stand the rates 
fall more heavily on the rest of the 
district, will the Secretary for Scotland 
say What steps he proposes to take in the 

matter. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
have made inquiry through the Local 
Government Board, and am informed 
that that Department has no knowledge 
of any such arrangement as is alleged 
in the hon. Member's question. In 


any view such an arrangement would | 


be a matter of private paction between 
the landlord and tenant. So far as 
the rate collector is concerned he is 
bound to take the valuation roll as it 
stands and there is no room for any 
action by the Secretary for Scotland 
in the matter. 


MAIDSTONE ELECTION PETITION. 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask 


Mr. Attorney General when the short- 
hand writer’s notes of evidence respecting 
the recent election petition at Maidstone 
will be laid upon the Table and dis- 
tributed. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RopertT Fintay, Inverness Burghs) : 
The notes were laid on the Table some 
days ago. If there is any general desire 
that they shall be printed, I will give 
the necessary instructions. 


SNEEM PIER. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Congested Districts 
Board and the shipping companies 


interested took steps to procure the 
erection of a goods store on Sneem Pier, 
county Kerry, but were prevented from 
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carrying out this work by the action of 
the landlord ; can he say at what date 
this opposition was offered; and _ will 
the Irish Government take the necessary 
steps to secure the erection of the store, 
and thus meet a want whereby incon- 
venience and loss of trade have been 
occasioned. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): ‘The 
Congested Districts Board was willing 
to erect an open shed on the quay at 
Sneem, as an alternative for a goods 
store on adjoining land, which the 
owners, so recently as September last, 
stated it was their intention to build. 
I cannot say if the shipping companies 
proposed to erect a store on the pier. 
Iam making further inquiries. 


DERRIQUIN CASTLE SHOOTING 
PARTY. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
shooting party was held at Derriquin 
Castle, county Kerry, in which some 
officers of the Royal Irish Constabularly 
took part, on 20th November, 1900, and 
that members of the party fired from 
the public road; and will an investi- 
gation into the circumstances of the 
case be held. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The shot was not 
fired by either of the two police ofticers 
present on the occasion, but by a Swiss 
gentleman who acted in ignorance of 
the law. No damage was done, and 
it is not proposed to take any action 
in the matter. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 
ASSISTANT COUNTY SURVEYORS. 
Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 

Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has removed or 
superseded the officers of the Local 
Government Board who tried to oblige 
county councils in Ireland to pay assistant 
county surveyors in some cases eighty 
per cent. increased salaries; whether 
he is aware that the interference of the 
Local Government Board in the matter 
prevented the officials transferred to 
the county councils from being reason- 
ably dealt with, and has caused friction 
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and expense; and, if he will prevent 
such action on behalf of the Local Gov- 


ernment Board in future, or if he will | 


appoint some other person to look after 
the affairs of the Department. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Court of | 
Appeal did not question the power 
of the Board to fix these salaries, but | 
traversed the method adopted in fixing | 
them. I would remind the hon. Member | 
that this question can be discussed on 
the Appropriation Bill. 


IRISH POOR LAW MEDICAL OFFICERS 
—HOLIDAYS. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 
Ireland whether he has called for the 
resignation of those officials connected 
with the Local Government Board | 
who have been compelling boards of 
guardians in Ireland to give compul- , 
sorily four weeks holidays to medical | 
officers previous to the decision of the | 
Court of King’s Bench in this matter ; 
and, whether, seeing that this order 
cost the boards of guardians about 
£10,000, he will direct a refund. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to 
both paragraphs is in the negative. 


'sum stated in the question. 
IN WORKHOUSE to the guardians and the medical ofticer 


NURSES 

HOSPITALS. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether, having regard to the 
difficulty that boards of guardians in 
Ireland have in obtaining trained nurses 
according to the standard laid down bythe 
Local Government Board, and seeing that 
in the county infirmaries there are, 
throughout Ireland, a number of experi- 
enced nurses who have acquired their 
training in these institutions, he will per- 
mit nurses so trained to compete for the 
position of trained nurse in workhouse 
hospitals and other hospitals in Ireland. 


TRAINED 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As at present ad- 
vised, the Local Government Board is 
not prepared to relax its standard for 
trained nurses. Lam glad to say that in 
ninety-six workhouses the guardians have 
already appointed nurses with the quali- 
fications prescribed. 
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CARRICKMACROSS WORKHOUSE 
DIETARY. 


| children 


Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
‘Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Local Government Board obliged the 
Carrickmacross Board of Guardians to 
increase the cost of the dietary of the 
inmates of the workhouse by 30 per 
cent. ; and that when the visiting com- 
mittee interviewed the inmates on the 


| change of dietary the inmates preferred 


the old to the new dietary, though the lat- 
ter will cost the ratepayers about £300 
per annum of an increase upon the rates ; 
/and whether he will permit the medi- 


cal officer and the guardians to vary the 
| dietary in Carrickmacross workhouse. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The fact is not 
correctly stated in the first part of the 
question. The Board has not laid down 
any fixed rule as regards the dietary of 
workhouse inmates beyond the minimum 
scale prescribed in 1849. The Board 
suggested a revision of the existing 
dietaries on more varied lines, so far as 
and the infirm and lunatic 
classes were concerned. ‘The clerk of the 


| union states that the cost of the dietary 


of the inmates has increased by 14 per 


cent., and that the total cost to the rate- 


payers will be less than one half of the 
It is open 


| to varythe dietary of any class of inmates, 
provided the scale is not below that 
| approved by the Local Government 


Board. 


DROMARD PETTY SESSIONS — DIS- 
TRICT INSPECTOR CLAYTON. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 
8.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is 
jaware that District Inspector Clayton, 
‘of Banbridge, does not attend Dromard 
| petty sessions in accordance with Code 
Section 1356; and how many times he 
| has attended these petty sessions during 
ithe last five years, and how does he 
account for his neglect of duty to the 
| Inspector General in his quarterly Re- 
_ turn No. 8. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: There has_ been 
no neglect of duty on the part of this 
officer, as suggested. The regulations 
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require him to attend petty sessions | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
when not otherwise engaged on more! that the inquiry of the Local Govern- 


urgent duty. He has 
petty sessions on seventeen occasions in 
the past five years. His absence from 
the sessions has satisfactorily 
accounted for. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: Isit the fact 
that this officer spends the greater part 
of his time plaving hockey, and other 
games ¢ 


*\Ir. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


been 


DISTRICT 
ASYLUM. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Local Government Board audi- 
tor has certified that the sum of £1,359 
lis. 4d. is due by the Treasury to the 
committee of management of the Castle- 
bar District Lunatie Asylum for the 
maintenance of patients for the quarter 
ending 31st March, 1899, being the 
contribution of the Treasury as the rate- 
in-aid ; and if he ean explain why the 
Treasury has not paid this amount. 


CASTLEBAR LUNATIC 


The following question also appeared 
on the Paper :— 

Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, in view of the fact that it has 
been certified that the Carlow District 
Asylum is entitled to payment of £884 
lls. 4d.—namely, Carlow county £365 
9s. 10d., Kildare county £519 Is. 6d., 
rate-in-aid for the three months ending 
31st Mareh, 1899, and as this debt has not 
been paid, whether he will arrange to 
have the liability discharged within the 
next four weeks. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The subject mat- 
ter of these questions has been 
already dealt with by me in answer 
to similar questions concerning other 
asylums, and I have nothing to add to 
my replies to these questions. A better 
opportunity for discussing the matter 
willarise either on the Appropriation Bill 


n] 


or the Estimates. 
KILMALLOCK DISTRICT COUNCIL — 
LABOURERS COTTAGES. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) : 


I beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


VOL. XCI. 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 


attended these | 


ment Board inspector in regard to the 
present scheme for the erection of labour- 
ers’ cottages under the Labourers Acts 
in the Kilmallock District Council, in the 
county of Limerick, was held as far 
back as June in 1900, but that the Pro- 
visional Order has not yet been placed 
in the hands of the Kilimnallock coun- 
cillors ; can he state the the 
delay ; and, will he give instructions to 
expedite the proceedings, so that the 
district councillors may be enabled to 
provide the cottages and plots early 
enough for the labourers to cultivate the 
ground. 


cause ot 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Provisional 
Order was made by the Local Govern- 
ment Board on the 28th ultimo. and 
copies have heen sent to the Rural District 
Council. 


RENTS IN COUNTY LIMERICK. 

Mr. LUNDON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether his attention has been ealled 
to a resolution from the Kilmailock 
(county Limerick) District Council, 
passed at their sitting in Limerick, pro- 
testing against the decision of the Chiet 
Land Commissioners in raising the rents. 
over the heads of the sub-Commissioners, 
in forty per cent. of the cases tried before 
them, and expressing their conviction 
that until a compulsory Land Purchase 
Bill is passed there will be neither peace 
nor contentment in Ireland; and 
whether he is prepared to introduce any 
such legislation as will give expression to 
these views. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
first paragraph is yes, and to the second 
paragraph no. 


SHILLELAGH UNION INQUIRY. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow. 
W.): | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the guardians of the 
Shillelagh Union have protested against 
the appointment of Dr. Edgar Flinn to 
hold an inquiry into certain charges made 
against Dr. Bolster, medical officer of the 
Tinahely dispensary district. and whether 
he will advise the Local Government 

2C 
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Board to have the inquiry conducted by 
some other inspector. es 
Ze 
Mr. WYNDHAM: Dr. Flinn is the 
Medical Inspector of the district in ques- 
tion, and, since he has done nothing to 
forfeit the confidence of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, I see no reason for relieving 
him from the duty of holding the inquiry 
into the charges against Dr. Bo ster. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Is it not 
the tact that he has lost the confidence of 
the Irish public / 

[No answer was returned. | 
ELECTRO-CULTURE OF POTATOES IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr OSHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland will he 
state what was the resu t of the investiga- 
tion by Mr. David MacLurg, representa- 
tive ot Pro essor ‘Thomas Carroll, ofticial 
of the Agricu tura! Board, nto the experi- 
ment of Mr. Martin O Sullivan, of Athea, 
county Limerck, in electro-cu ture of 
potatoes, he don the 2nd and 3rd October 
last ; and whether seeing that Mr David 
MacLurg on the 4th October last photo- 
graphed two heaps of potatoes, one four 
times the weight o the other represent- 
ing the relat ve produce in large or table 
potatoes, of the experimented and non- 
experimented plots selected by Professor 
Carro!l on the 24th September last, will 
he state whether. if the exper:ment has 
been a success, the Agricultural Board 
w ll act on it in the public interest. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department of 
Agricu'ture is not satisfied that the ex- 
periment referred to is a success, and is 
not in a position to act on it in the public 
interest. The Department, however, 
proposes to cause a test to be made this 
season under its own supervision with a 
view to settle the question. 


SALES OF ESTATES IN IRELAND. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland is he able to state what 
is the number of estates coming within 
the provisions of the Landed Estates 
Court (Ireland) Act, 1858, and listed for 
sale in the years! 1899 and 1900,4 in 
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which insurance companies are _peti- 


tioners ; also what number of these have 


been sold under the 40th Section of the 
Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, and in 
how many cases has the sale been frus- 
trated or fa'.en through, and why. 


Mr. WYNDHAM replied that he was 
not prepared to grant a Return. 


LOUGH NEAGH DRAINAGE. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Upper and Lower Bann 
and Lough Neagh Drainage Works 
have entirely failed to preserve the 
waters of Lough Neagh at their proper 
summer and winter levels ; whether, 
seeing that the expenses of the Drainage 
Trustees amounts to £1,100 per annum, 
while the revenues therefrom are only 
£70 per annum, he will consi er the 
advisability of giving a controlling power 
in the matter to the councils around 
Lough Neagh; and whether, seeing 
that the tenants of the flooded lands have 
already paid £155,000 towards these 
unsuceessful drainage works. he will 
promptly introduce a measure to provide 
for the effective drainage of the area 
round Lough Neagh, the cost of such 
scheme to be defrayed by Parliament. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In answer to the 
first and third paragraphs, I must refer 
to my reply to the question of the hon. 
Member tor East Cavan onthe 7th inst.* 
The proposal in the second paragraph is 
one that would require consideration ; 
under Section 20 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1898, the county councils are 
empowered to take over the business of 
a drainage board, with its consent, 
under a Provisional Order of the Loeal 
Government Board. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACTS. 

Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 38.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether a 
labourer living in a cottage not under a 
Labourers’ Cottage Scheme, but which 
is the property of the farmer on whose 
land it is built, can claim as a matter of 
right the usual allowance of land under 
the Labourers Acts. 





* See preceding volume of J/ehates, page 820. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to this’ 


question is in the negative. 


Questions. 


IRISH WORKHOUSE NURSES. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | 
has yet obtained a Report from the Local 
Government Board on the subject of 
making grants to assist boards of guar- 
dians to have young girls trained as 
properly qualified nurses, so as to avoid 
the expense of complying with the 
Board’s new rule to employ as nurses, 
assistant or otherwise, only those who 


have been trained in a_ recognised 
hospital. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I find that the 


Local Government Board has no funds 
jor this purpose, and that legislation 
would be needed. I am looking further 
into the matter. 


MULLINGAR DISTRICT LUNATIC 
ASYLUM. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to a report of the last 
meeting of the Joint Committee of 
Mullingar District Lunatic Asylum, at 
which it was stated that the estimate for 
maintenance of this asylum had advanced 
from £14,362 in 1897 to £33,076 in 
1901; whether complaint was made 
that no inspector of asylums attends the , 
meetings of the board, although a report 
has just been made by Sir George P. 
O'Farrell, lunacy inspector, practically 
exonerating the officials from the charges 
made by the committee that the manage- 
ment of the asylum was conducted on 
extravagant lines, and this without 
hearing evidence on behalf of the com- 
mittee; and whether he will direct a 
departmental inquiry into the increase 
of expenditure, with a view to giving the ' 


committee the right to press their 
charges to a definite conclusion. 
“Mr. WYNDHAM: The sum of 


£35,076, the estimated expenditure for 
1901-2, will be reduced by the capita- 
tion grant, amounting to about £8,000. 
Moreover, the number of patients in the , 
asylum has increased in the same period 
from 712 to 832; there has been an 

| 
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increase in the amount required for 
repayment for asylum loans, and for 
the purchase of provisions. The in- 
spectors attend such meetings when 
requested to do so, but no request was 
made in this case. Any inquiry of the 
nature suggested in the third paragraph 
should properly be held by the committee 
of management, but if the committee 
applies for an inquiry by the inspectors 
the matter will be considered. 


Questions. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the committee 
of inquiry has already sat, and that its 
report was upset by the subsequent 
report of Sir George O'Farrell ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 
have nothing 
maintenance. 
report on the 
of the inmates. 


The inspectors 
to do with the cost of 
They are called on to 
well-being and treatment 


IRISH RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL 
AUDITS. 

Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state by what authority rural district 
councils are now charged fees for audit 
by the Local Government Board of 
accounts which were audited free of 
charge previous to their transfer by 
statute from the boards of guardians ; 
and whether the only business in respect 
of which those councils now receive or 
pay money is that so transferred. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The authority is 
contained in Article 19, paragraph 2, 
of the Application of Enactments Order, 
1898. The business transferred is that 
of boards of guardians acting as rural 
sanitary authorities. Prior to the transfer 
no charge was made for the audit of the 
accounts of poor law guardians. The 
rural sanitary authorities thus escaped, 
unlike the urban sanitary authorities, 
who were assessed annually as at present. 


Mr. KENNEDY. Is this a new tax 
imposed on Ireland by the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1898 ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM replied in the affir- 
mative. 


2C2 
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WESTPORT PETTY SESSIONS—CASE 

OF WIDOW SALMON. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to certain 
statements made by Mr. Starkie, R.M., 
at the Westport petty sessions recently, 
to the effect that a man named Seahill, 
who was three times convicted tor as- 
saulting Mrs. Salmon, was convicted and 
sent to prison on evidence concocted for 
that purpose; and to the statement 
of Mr. Starkie that, although he was 
one of the magistrates who convicted 
him, he afterwards heard from high 
authority that there was not a word of 
truth in the whole case, and that he was 
aware that a witness could be produced 
that could have sworn that Seahill had 
not said a word on the occasion; and 
whether inquiry will be made as to who 
is the high authority to whom Mr. 
Starkie referred, and into all the cireum- 
stances connected with the dispute be- 
tween the widow Salmon and the man 
who got her holding. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): Perhaps I may be allowed to reply 
to this question. The statement in the 
first paragraph is substantially accurate, 
save that Scahill does not appear to have 
been convicted of assault on Mrs. Salmon, 
but was sent to prison in default of find- 
ing sureties to keep the peace for the 
alleged use of threatening language 
towards her, and that Mr. Starkie used 
the words “ good authority,” not “ high 
authority.” It is to be regretted that 


Questions. 


Mr. Starkie used this language upon , 


hearsay in reference to a previous deci- 
sion which, based as it was on the evidence 
at the time before the court, he con- 
sidered satisfactory. Under these cir- 
cumstances it is not proposed to make 
the inquiry suggested. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: May I ask 
whether in future resident magistrates 
cannot find better employment than in 
trying to whitewash land grabbers ¢ 


; 


“Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): How 
many times has this widow been sent to 
gaol for attending to her holding ! 


[No answer was given. | 
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PORTADOWN DISTURBANCES. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether on 
the 19th August last the Roman Catholic 
Young Men’s Association of Portadown 
communicated with the local police 
authorities with a view to their affording 
protection to a body of Roman Catholies 
who proposed to go on an excursion to 
Bundoran on the 26th of that month: 
whether a similar communication was 
made on the 25th August, 1900, to the 
Under Secretary, Dublin Castle ; whether 
any special protection was in consequence 
accorded to the excursionists referred to 
on the last-mentioned date, when several 
of them were brutally assaulted and 
injured ; whether on the 22nd September, 
1900, the Roman Catholic Association 
wrote complaining of the failure to give 
the protection called for, and making 
certain suggestions for the future preser- 
vation of the peace in Portadown; whether 
any answer, other than a mere acknow- 
ledgment of the receipt of the communi- 
vation of the 22nd September, has ever 
been given to the association; will he 
explain why the last two appeals to the 
Castle from the association, including 
a letter to the right hon. Gentleman 
himself, have been left without any 
answer; and whether he will lay the 
correspondence upon the Table. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
first and second paragraphs is in the 
affirmative. Special precautions were 
taken to afford protection to the excur- 
sion on the 26th August; it is much to 
be regretted, however, that an attack 
was made on the party when it was 
leaving in the morning which resulted in 
injuries to several persons, and also when 
the party was returning at night. Many 
persons were prosecuted for participating 
in the disturbances; seven were im- 
prisoned for terms varying from fourteen 
days to two months, two were bound to 
the peace, and thirty-five were fined. 
The letter of 22nd September was duly 
acknowledged, and towards the end of 
January | myself received a_ similar 
communication from the association. 


These communications received my own 
personal attention, and careful inquiries 
satisfied me that everything was being 
, done to preserve the peace. and that 
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there was no foundation whatever for 


the charges of partiality preferred by the | 


association against the resident magis- 
trate and district inspector. I do not 
propose to lay the correspondence on the 
Table. 


Mr. CLANCY: As a matter of fact, 
was there any increase of the police force 
on that occasion ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think 
that that quite arises out of the question. 
I have admitted that the force was in- 
adequate, and have stated that steps are 
being taken to secure adequate protection 
in the future. 


Mr. CLANCY: But the right hon. 
Gentleman said special protection. I 
want to know if a single extra man was 
put on. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question does 
not ask how many extra men were put on. 


Mr. CLANCY : 


[ ask that now. 
[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. CLANCY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say why he took no notice of 
two letters addressed to him ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said that 
their receipt was acknowledged and that 
[ gave my personal attention to the 
matter. 


BELFAST VALUATION. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary to the Treasury whether he will 
grant a Return of the old valuations and 
the new valuations recently made in 
Belfast by the Irish Valuation Com- 
mission. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
There are 85,000 rateable hereditaments 
in Belfast, and I do not think that the 
value of the Return would be sufficient to 
justify the labour and expense which it | 
would involve. | 


Mr. FIELD: Then the reply is in the | 


negative ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | 
Yes, on the grounds I have stated. 


{21 Marcu 1901} 


not anticipated that there will be any 








=I 
oo 
io 2 


Questions. 


IRISH LIGHTS BOARD. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that the Irish Lights Commis- 
sioners are allowed £400 per annum for 
reireshments ; whether such allowance 
is usual in public boards ; and whether it 
will be continued to the Irish Lights 
Board. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, [ 
am aware that an annual sum of £400 
has for many years been allowed by the 
Board of Trade to meet the housekeeping 
expens’s of the Commissioners of Irish 
Lights. This amount covers the costs 
incurred by the Committee on the annual 
tour of inspection round the coast of 
Ireland, as well as the weekly luncheon 
on Board days. Having regard to the 
fact that the Commissioners receive no 
personal remuneration or allowance, I see 
no reason for refusing my sanction to this 
expenditure. 


An Hon. Memper: Have the Govern- 
ment any intention to give representation 
on this Board to the various harbour 
authorities in Ireland who desire it ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question about 
refreshments. 


Mr. FIELD: How long does the annual 


tour round the coast of [reland take ? 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I must ask 


for notice. 


MAIDEN ROCKS, LARNE. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he can 
state the reason for the delay in not carry- 
ing out the improvements and alterations 
at the Maiden Rocks, near Larne, by the 
Irish Lights Commissioners, as arranged 
with the Trinity Board, and with the 
Belfast applications to have the lights and 
buoys at these rocks completed. 
GERALD BALFOUR: I 


Mr. am 


‘informed by the Commissioners of Irish 


Lights that the improvements as to the 
light and buoys at the Maiden Rocks 


have been delayed owing to the need of 


making certain experiments. It is 
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further delay as regards the light. As 
regards the buoys, .the Commissioners 
hope to place a buoy at the Highland Rock 
as an experiment in June next; while a 
decision as to the buoy at the Hunters 
Rock has been deferred pending the con- 
sideration of a suggestion made by the 
Advisory Committee on New Light- 
house Works, that a lighted buoy should 
be placed there. 

LAND PURCHASE IN COUNTY 

WEXFORD. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can state when the House 
will be informed as to the intentions of 
the Government with regard to land 
purchase in Ireland ; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of making a 
statement upon the subject at an early 
date, seeing that land purchase in County 
Wexford is now stopped. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) : At the | 


same time may I ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, with regard to the 
sales that are pending in County Wexford 
under the Land Purchase Acts where 
agreements have been lodged with the 


Commissioners, where the security has , 


been or will be approved of by the in- 
spector of the Land Commission, the 
Government will direct the Treasury to 
supply whatever money may be necessary 
to carry out these sales ; and, if not, can 
he say at what time tunds are likely to be 
forthcoming to enable the sale of land in 
Wextord to proceed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The position of 
Wexford in regard to land purchase is 
undoubtedly a serious one, and is en- 
gaging the attention of the Government. 
I cannot at present make any announce- 
ment on the subject, but if the hon. 
Gentleman will put the question after 
Easter I may bein a position to give a 
definite reply. 


FINANCIAL RELATIONS OF GREAT 
BRITAIN AND IRELAND. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : 


I beg to ask 


the First Lord of the Treasury if he can 
state what steps he proposes to take to 
inquire into the question of the Financial 
Relations 
Ire and. 


between Great Britain and 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no com- 


munication to make to the House. 


Questions. 


IRISH BOARD OF WORKS—NEW 
CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is yet in a position to say 
who is the new chairman of the Board of 
Works, what are his qualifications for the 
office, and will he state what is the term 
of his engagement and what is his salary. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The name of 
the new chairman of the Irish Board 
of Works is Mr. G. C. Holmes, who, until 
recently, was secretary to the Institute of 
Naval Architects and formerly with the 
London and North-Western  Rail- 
way Company. Mr. Holmes is an 
acknowledged authority on the works 
of engineering. His salary will be 
£1,500 a year, and his engagement is that 
of a Civil servant under the ordinary 
conditions. 


Mr. CLANCY: Has he ever been in 
Ireland yet ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I do not know ; 


but he is there now. 


Mr. CLANCY: Is it not the fact that 
of the three members of the Board two 
are Englishmen ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, this will 


be an exception to the rule. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
Do I understand this gentleman is not 
an Irishman ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : He is an Irish- 


man. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : Does he 
know anything of the policy pursued 
by this Board for the last five years? Is 
it intended he shall carry on that policy! 
Was any effort made to secure a chairman 
} 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR;; Yes, it 1s 
proposed to carry on the policy of the 
Board in connection with public works. 
In our opinion Mr. Holmes was the best 


-man for the place. 
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ROYAL DECLARATION AGAINST 
ROMAN CATHOLICISM. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
ean now make any definite statement 
as to the Committee to be appointed on 
the subject of the Sovereign’s Accession 
Oath. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that a motion is to be made to-day in 
another place for the appointment of this 
Joint Committee. 
ANNOUNCEMENT TO THE POPE OF 

THE KING’S ACCESSION. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
ean state whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment propose to send a special ambassador 
tothe Pope to make the ceremonial 
announcement as to His Majesty's 
accession to the Throne in the same 
manner as is being done in the case of 
other European Sovereigns. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not pro- 
posed to send a special ambassador ; but 
the death of Her late Majesty and the 
King’s accession will be notified by letter. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: Is it not 
the case that a special ambassador was 
sent to the Pope at the beginning of the 
last three reigns ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR:I am afraid | 
cannot answer that. I have not got the 
information. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
8.): May Lask the right hon. Gentleman 
if at the commencement of the late reign 
the Pope was not a temporal sovereign, 
and that since then he has lost the 
States of the Church ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


PRIVATE MEMBERS’ RIGHTS. 
Mr. J.P. FARRELL : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
ean hold out any hope that private 
Members who have secured favourable 
places in the ballot for motions on 
Tuesdays will get any opportunity of 
discussing the subjects of which they 
have given Notice of Motion. 
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| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That must 
' depend on the general course of business. 
Me. J. P. FARRELL: What about 


next Tuesday ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: That day we 
take the Second Reading of the Appro- 
priation Bill. 


PROCEDU RE—PROPOSED 
COMMITTEE. 

CotoneL MILWARD: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
it is his intention to appoint a Com- 
mittee to consider, with a wide reference, 
the subject of the procedure of the House 
with regard to Supply, and especially 
the allocation of the days for the discus- 
sion of particular Estimates. 


SUPPLY 


‘ 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have more 
than once expressed to the House my 
desire to see a small Committee appointed 
which should advise the Government 
and the House as to the distribution 
of the allotted days between the various 
heads of Supply. My idea of such a 
Committee would be that it should 
consist of seven persons, only two being 
members of the front benches and five 
independent Members of the House, 
with a majority of four to three on the 
side of the Opposition. If the House 
consented to the appointment of such 
a Committee, at any rate as an experi- 
ment, we should see how it would work. 
The Committee will only advise as to 
the allocation of time as among the 
twenty-three allotted days. It would 
not be the same Committee as we should 
have to appoint were it thought desirable 
to look into the general question of 
how Supply should be dealt with in the 
House. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman suggest that the 
Committee should be appointed at the 
beginning of each session and give advice 
for that particular session, or that the 
Committee shall provide the allocation 
for all the sessions of that Parliament ! 


Mr. BALFOUR: No, Sir. The 
plan that has always commended itself 
to my mind is that this Committee 
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should advise, so to speak, week by week 
as to how the time should be used. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman does not 
say whether he is going to adopt that 


plan. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should not 
like to adopt it without consultation, 
but if that should be the general view 
of the House, I should be very glad to 
put the proposal on the Paper. I shall 
be glad to consult the right hon. Gentle- 
man before doing so. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Will the Committee 
have the power to say whether the 
number of days devoted to Supply is 
sufficient or not ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. That 
would have to be done by a quite diffe- 
rent body, if it were referred to a Com- 
mittee at all. If the House thought it 
was incapable of coming to a decision, 
and wished the advice of a Committee, 
it would be « different kind of Com- 
mittee to the ove which would carry 
out the function I have just indicated. 


ISOLATION HOSPITALS. 

Bill to amend The Isolation Hospitals 
Act, 1893. ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Long. Mr. Attorney General, and 
Mr. Grant Lawson. 


ISOLATION HOSPITALS BILL. 
“To amend The Isolation Hospitals 
Act, 1893." presented accordingly, and 
read the first time: to be read a second 
time upon Monday next. and to be 
printed. [Bill 111.} 


SUPPLY (NAVY ESTIMATES). 
Order for Comiittee read. 
Motion made. and Question proposed, 


“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.’ 


Roman Catruo.iic CHAPLAINS IN His 
Masesty's Navy. 


Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo. 8.) called atten- 
tion to the position of Roman Catholic 
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chaplains in the Navy. He said this 
question involved the question of re- 
ligious equality. He thought no weight 
of argument was necessary to convince 
the House of the justice of the claim they 
advanced on behalf of the Roman 
Catholic chaplains in the Navy. Surely 
this was not a very unreasonable demand, 
when they came to consider the number 
of Catholics in the Navy. England was 
supposed to be the home of toleration 
and religious equality. That had been 
asserted over and over again, but in the 
face of recent events—in the face of the 
fact that His Majesty had to take an oath 
which was an insult to millions of his 
subjects, he was afraid that assertion was 
not justified. Some of the pillars of the 
Conservative party in that House, or in 
the other House at least. belonged to 
the Catholic faith. It was the faith to 
which the great majority of the Irish 
people belonged, and really it was dis- 
graceful for a great naval Power, such as 
England was, to have such a large num- 
ber of Catholics in the Navy without 
making provision for having their spiritual 
wants administered to by the clergymen 
belonging to their religion. He 
believed the proportion of Roman Catho- 
lics in the Navy was something over 8 per 
cent. ‘Fhe Roman Catholics numbered 
more than the Presbyterians and Wes 
leyans combined, and really their position 


Oowh 


as regards chaplains was very unsatis- 
factory. should be intro 
duced in regard to this crying grievance. 
It ought to be redressed. and he appealed 
to the sense of fair play of hon. Gentle 
men on both sides of the House to have 
it redressed. If it were only to allay 
Catholic feeling for the insults recently 
heaped upon them. some reform should 
be introduced. 


When the hon. 
Clare introduced 
vear he got 
that the grievance would be 
but he was not aware that anything 
had been done. He supposed it would 
be out of order to reter to the fact that 
prison chaplains had a grievance also, 
but he merely mentioned in passing that 
while a Protestant chaplain received a 
salary of £450 a year, a Roman Catholie 
chaplain, for performing the same duties 
and having the same responsibilities. 
only received £300 a year. Not only in 
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the Navy, but in other branches of the 
service, the priest, as compared with the 
minister of other religions. was severely 
handicapped. It seemed that altogether 
there were only twenty-one chaplains in 
the Navy, and counting annual allow- 
ances, they received sums varying from 
£25 to £200. Hon. Gentlemen would 
see that £25 was rather a small sum to 
pay the chaplain of any religion. ‘There 
were only three out of twenty-one 
receiving £200 a year, which was less by 
£100 than was received by the Protestant 
chaplains, who had less duty to perform. 
No Catholic chaplains were allowed on 
board ship, so that Roman Catholics 
might remain for years without seeing a 
clergyman of their own denomination, 
and if that was not a matter to be com- 
plained of he did not know what was. It 


was no wonder that Roman Catholic 
priests warned their flocks against 


joining the Navy, when these young men 
were sent away for months, and some- 
times vears, and had not the comfort of 
seeing their ministers of religion. A 
worse aspect of the case was that when 
the ships were in harbour the sailors were 
not even allowed to go ashore in order t« 
attend a service in the church. On the 
occasion of Her late Majesty's funeral a 
large squadron assembled at Spithead, 
and on the Sunday none of the Roman 
Catholic sailors were allowed ashore in 
that they night attend divine 
service. Ele did not know who 
responsible for that, but somebody must 
have been, and although protest was 
made at the time, no notice was taken of 
it. During three years not one of the 
Roman Catholie sailors of H.M.S. °° Exeel- 
lent” was sent to church. and that was 
astate of things that ought to be remedied 
as soon as possible. Now that the Navy 
Was going to he reorganised. in men. 
armaments, and ships, was the proper 
time for remedying the crime of which he 
complained, and no reorganisation would 
be complete until the status of the Roman 
Catholies in the Navy was improved. 


order 


Was 


Amendment proposed— 


“'To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘in the opinion of this House, Roman Catholic 
Chaplains in His Majesty’s Navy should be 
placed upon the same footing as regards rank 
and pay as Chaplains in His Majesty’s Army ” 
instead thereof.” — (Mr. O’ Dowd.) 
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money to be thus earned would be very 





Navy Estimates. 746 

Question proposed, * That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
(Juestion. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick City) said he 
desired to support the motion of the hon. 
Member, as he knew something of the dis- 
ability under which the Roman Catholics 
inthe Navy laboured, whether they were 
bluejackets or Marines. He had known 
on many occasions ships of the fleet to be 
lying in harbour, and when Sunday came 
round the Roman Catholic sailors were 
unable, owing to bad weather. to go 
ashore to church, and were thus debarred 
from the comforts of the ministration 
of the ministers of their religion. Every 
large ship of war had a Protestant chap- 
lain on board, and he contended that if 
the Government wanted Catholic sailors, 
stokers, and Marines to man the Navy 
the least they could do was to provide for 
the ministrations of their religion. 
There was a very simple remedy for this 
erving evil. In the Ariny regiments 
had been territorialised. and regiments 
which were entirely, or almost entirely, 
composed of Catholics had a Catholic 
chaplain attached to them. As there 
were 10,000 or 15,000 Catholies in the 
Navy. why could not the same principle 
he applied there! Large bodies of 
Catholics could be drafted to particular 
ships to which Catholic chaplains should 
be appointed. Everybody would admit 
that a real grievance existed, and if the 
Admiralty were too bigoted to adopt this 
remedy, the Catholics of the country 
ought not to fight the battles of England. 
More important than that the men 
could not go to mass on Sundays was 
the fact that when they were stricken 
down by grievous sickness, and were at 
the point of death, it was obligatory 
upon these men to have the consolations 
ot their religion administered to them, 
but in the Navy, as at present conducted, 
it was almost impossible for this to be 
done. There were a large number of 
Irish seamen and fishermen in the Royal 
Naval Reserve who were supposed now 
and again to go on a six months cruise, 
but nothing had been done to enable 
these men to enjoy the benefits arising 
from the ministration of their religion. 
For that reason alone many men refused 
to go on any such cruise, although the 
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acceptable to them. Was it 
that such a condition of things should be 
put an end to! We were living in an 
enlightened age, when such bigoted and 
fanatical ideas should be exploded, and if 
Catholic sailors were fit to fight the 
battles of the country they were surely 
entitled to the small concession for which 
the Irish Members were asking. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) desired, as this question affected a 
large number of his constituents who 
weremembersof the Royal Naval Reserve, 
to support the Nationalist Members 
who had already spoken. It was time 
the House had some definite statement 
from the Admiralty as to what they 
proposed to do in the matter. The 
question had been agitated for a con- 
siderable time: the Admiralty had_re- 
ceived deputations of Irish Members 
who had laid the matter before them, but 
up to the present all endeavours in this 
direction had met with very little success. 
The provisions hitherto made to meet 
the requirements of Catholic sailors had 
not given satisfaction, and the object of 
the present debate was to get the Necre- 
tary to the Admiralty to approach the 
matter in a clear and broad-minded 
manner, and see it if was not possible 
to comply with the legitimate wishes of 
Catholic sailors in this respect. As far as 
the circumstances of the Admiralty 
allowed, definite and permanent regula- 
tions should be made for that purpose. 
One would have thought it would have 
been in the interest of the Admiralty 
itself to fall in with this desire of Catholic 
sailors, as there were various depéts in 
[reland—a number of the Royal Naval 
teserve came from Ireland—and with the 
increased number of men to be obtained 
it was probable that there would be a yet 
larger demand for religious accommoda- 
tion for Catholic sailors. He therefore 
hoped that before the debate closed the 
House would be given some assurance 
that the Admiralty proposed to deal 
with this question seriously ; otherwise 
the Government would hear a great deal 
more about the matter from the Irish 
benches. 


Mr. DILLON (Mavo, E.) said that if 
the Government would pass a regulation 
forbidding any Catholic to enter the 
Mr. Joyce. 
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Navy he would willingly give an under- 
taking never to quarrel with that rule or 


Nary Estimates, 


to cause any more bother over this 
question. But all the while Catholic 
Irishmen were asked to give their 


services and to risk their lives in defence 
of the British Empire the Government 
were bound to treat them as Christians 
and human beings. The Government 
had no right to place them alongside 
their Protestant fellow-countrymen, and 
then to refuse to recognise their religious 
convictions, and decline to grant facilities 
for the exercise of their religious belief. 
The question was raised before, twenty- 
five or thirty years ago, in an eloquent 
speech by Mr. Alexander Sullivan, but 
upon certain pledges being given by the 
Government the subject was allowed to 
slip, and those promises were never 
fulfilled. In the year 1896 he himself 
raised the question on the Admiralty 
Vote, when Mr. Goschen immediately 
rose and promised that the Admiralty 
would give the subject their most earnest 
consideration, with a desire to do full 
justice to Catholic sailors. That asstr- 
ance was so satisfactory that the debate 
came to an end, but still nothing tangible 
resulted. One of the demands then 
made was that Catholic chaplains in the 
Navy should be placed on the same 
footing as regarded rank, authority, and 
emoluments as had been won for the 
Catholic chaplains in the Army. The 
onus of justifying a refusal of such a 
request must lie, and rather heavily, with 
the representative of the Admiralty. In 
the case of the Army, it was a good many 
years before the concessions were made, 
but the agitation went on, until at last 
the Catholic chaplain in the Army was 
placed precisely on an equality as re- 
garded pay, rank, and authority with 
the Protestant chaplain. After the debate 
in 1896 long negotiations took place 
between the Admiralty and the Roman 
Catholic bishops of this country, as a 
result of which a statement of the 
Catholic demands was put forward as a 
compromise, representing certainly the 
low-water mark of the reasonable ex- 
pectations of Catholics. ‘The first point 
was that Catholic chaplains should have 
rank, salary, and pension equal to those 
of Church of England chaplains. Until 
the concession was made Catholies would 
not be content, as it was really of vital 
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importance. The Admiralty had no 
right whatever to resist such a request, 
as it could not be pretended that on the 
question of rank any inconvenience or 
difficulty could arise. It was a grave 
and wanton humiliation of His Majesty's 
Catholic sailors to see their chaplains 
placed in a different social position or 
status from that of the chaplains of 
other religions. The point had been 
conceded in the Army. What sacred 
principle was there which prevented it 
in the Navy? Were the antiquated 
principles of bigotry which for many 
years had been banished from the Army 
to be allowed to prevail inthe Navy ? As 
a justification for this attitude, it had 
been urged that it would not be reason- 
able to demand that there should be a 
Catholic chaplain on every ship. That 
had always been admitted, seeing that 
the proportion of Roman Catholics was 
only about 8 per cent. or 9 per cent. 
But the original proposal was that there 
should be a chaplain to every squadron, 
and that he should reside on the flagship, 
so that when any large division of the 
Fleet went into action there would be a 
Catholic chaplain within reach. It was 
an act of outrageous cruelty that in such 
a case there should be ten or fifteen 
Protestant chaplains, and not a single 
Catholic chaplain who could give to the 
mass of wounded and dying Catholics the 
consolations afforded by ministrations of 
their religion. To say that aecommoda- 
tion for one chaplain could not be found 
in a squadron was an absurdity. The 
second part of the demand to which he 
had referred was for the appointment of 
chaplains and acting chaplains at a 
number of stations, with an increase in 
the pay. On this point the Admiralty 
had made considerable concessions. Chap- 
lains—but without rank and not on the 
Establishment—were appointed at Ports- 
mouth, Devonport, Chatham, and Malta, 
and acting chaplains at smaller salaries 
elsewhere. The salary generally was 
trom £175 to £200 a vear. He had in his 
hand a list of twenty stations where 
Roman Catholic chaplains had been 
appointed, and with the exception of a 
lew of those he had no complaint to 
make with regard to the allowances, 
hecause in certain of those stations the 
amount of work to be done by the chap- 
lains was neither regular, steady, nor 
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very large, and therefore it was not 
reasonable to suggest that they should 
be put upon the Establishment. In the 
case of Esquimalt, he thought the 
allowance, in spite of it having been 
increased to £75, was still far too small. 
Speaking on behalf of the 10,000 Roman 
Catholic sailors in the Navy, nine-tenths 
of whom were Irish Catholics, he de- 
manded, and would insist upon, proper 
facilities being given for these men to 
exercise their religious inclinations, and 
the ministers who attended to their 
spiritual welfare being placed upon an 
equality with the Protestant chaplains. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) said he 
approached this question not entirely from 
a religious point of view. The Navy was 
recruited principally from the southern 
districts, but there were very large re- 
eruiting grounds both in Ireland and 
Scotland. On the north-west and the 
north-east coasts of Scotland there were 
to be found the finest men in the world 
for the Navy if the Navy were only open 
to them. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is not speaking to the question before 
the House, which is the appointment of 
Roman Catholie chaplains to the Navy. 


Mr. BLACK said he was coming to 
that point immediately, not only with 
regard to Roman Catholics but to minis- 
ters of religion generally, if it would be 
in order. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No, that would not 
be in order. 


Mr. BLACK: Then, Sir, I will raise 
that point on the main question. 


SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ArNoLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): I am sure hon. Members opposite 
would not desire me to approach this 
question from an academic point of 
view, but to confine myself to the purely 
naval aspect of the question raised by 
the hon. Member for East Mayo. I am 
bound to say at the outset that the one 
thing that is made clear by the speech 
of the hon. Gentleman is that so far 
from the Admiralty being averse to 
doing anything in this matter, they have 
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done everything they could. The views 
of the hon. Member for East Mayo 
and of the two hon. Members who opened 
this discussion are not apparently quite 
the same. The hon. Member for South 
Sligo and the gentleman who supported 
took the view that it was possible to place 
Roman Catholic chaplains on all the ships. 


Mr. O’DOWD: No, no. I said if it 
were not possible todo that there should 
be at least one appointed to every squad- 
ron. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Perhaps I 
misapprehended the hon. Gentleman. I 
did not understand him to express that 
view, but | do not wish to dwell upon 
that point. What I wish to say is that 
hon. Members have given the impression 
that nothing has been done to provide 
for the spiritual wants of the Roman 
Catholics in the Navy. The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Sligo said the sailors of 
the “ Excellent ’’ had not been able to 
follow their religion for three years ; 
that is so contrary to my information 
that it is ineredible. What has been 
done, so far as the resources of the Admi- 
ralty permitted, is to provide at every 
port to which His Majesty’s ships are in 
the habit of going and in a great many 
ports where they are not in the habit of 
going a Roman Catholie chaplain to 
provide for the ministrations of the 
Roman Catholic sailors in the Navy. 


Mr. O'DOWD: IT may say I am in a 
position to prove my statement. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Of course 
if the hon. Gentleman is able to do that 
there will be good ground for complaint, 
which | shall do my best to meet. 1 have 
before me a list of no less than 148 stations 
at which there are Roman Catholic 
priests, who are either paid for their 
services or who receive an allowance upon 
all occasions when they minister to the 
sailors of the Fleet. I think it will be 
admitted that the contention that has 
been advanced that nothing has been done 
is unjust and unreasonable. The analogy 
ot the hon. Member for South Sligo is 
not sound. He held up the example of 
the Army, and said there were regiments 


which were so largely or exclusively com- , 


posed of Roman Catholies that it had 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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been found possible to appoint chaplains 
of that faith to them, and he suggested 
that we should have ships in the Navy 
that should be exclusively manned by 
Roman Catholics. That is a suggestion 
that would not commend itself to the 
Admiralty. In the first place it would 
result in the formation of what I might 
eall ** Denominational Squadrons,” and 
in the second the crews which manned 
those ships would have to be allotted, not 
according to their ratings, but according 
to their religion. Reterence had been 
made to a deputation composed of the 
hon. Member for East Clare and other 
hon. Members. I think I may say that 
every one of the recommendations made 
has either been given effect to, or that 
some attempt has been made to carry 
out the views of the deputation with 
respect to it. One complaint was 
that no adequate provision was made 
for the ministration of Roman Catholie 
sailors on the China station, and 
steps were at once taken to send out a 
priest. Another suggestion was that 
steps should be taken on hospital ships to 
minister to the sick and dying Roman 
Catholic sailors. The acquiescence in 
that proposition which Mr. Goschen 
made has not been carried out, because 
we have no hospital ships attached to the 
Navy; but, if we have in the future. as I 
believe and hope we shall have, bospital 
ships attached to our squadrons. | have 
no doubt that the pledge then given to 
Mr. Gosehen will be carried into effect. 
| should like to mention here that this 
question is not quite so clear as hon. 
Gentlemen would have us believe. I do 
not think the views expressed here as 
to the attitude of the Roman Catholie 
Chureh are universally entertained 
elsewhere. | find both in France and 
Germany, where there are enormous 
Roman Catholic populations, — there 
is not a single Roman Catholic chap- 
lain appointed. Nor in Russia do It 
find a Roman Catholic chaplain carried 
on the ships. Of course even now in the 
British Navy the number of ships which 
carry a chaplain at all is exceedingly 
limited. It is quite a mistake to suppose 
that chaplains are carried by all the ships. 
The hon. Member for East Mayo made a 
suggestion the force of which | do not 
deny. The hon. Member said that, 
when squadrons were going on long 
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cruises or into action, it would be desir- 
able that they should be accompanied 
by Roman Catholic chaplains. I would, 
however, point out that the cruises are 
now exceedingly short. The mere neces- 
sity for coaling brings the ships back to 
port with extraordinary regularity at 
exceedingly short intervals, and | believe 
the grievance is not felt in any great 
degree among the sailors, who do not, in 
practice, find themselves debarred from 
these ministrations. But, Sir, | wish to 
repeat that there is no desire on the 
part of the Admiralty to do anything but 
what is just and reasonable, but they 
cannot do more than they have done. 


Mr. DILLON: You have not said 
anything about the rank of the chaplains. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : They have 
no rank. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 

E.): Does the hon. Gentleman say that 
chaplains in His Majesty's Navy do not 
rank as officers / 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Perhaps 
| expressed myself inaccurately. Chap- 
lains in His Majesty’s Navy have no sub- 
stantive rank. They rank with the 
officers when they are at sea, but not on 
shore. 


Mr. WILLIAM 
E.): What about 
chaplains ? 


REDMOND (Clare, 


the Roman Catholic 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: They do 
not go to sea in His Majesty's ships, and 
therefore the question does not arise. 
There are three established Roman 
Catholic chaplains who perform duties 
on shore, and I can assure hon. Members 
that if any of those officers do go to sea 
attached to any squadron, they will have 
precisely the same privileges of equiva- 
lent rank as the chaplains who now go 
to sea. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND was of 
opinion that the tone adopted by the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Admiralty was a friendly one, and it 
had been a great pleasure to hear such 
a tone adopted by the hon. Gentleman ; 
but when he reflected upon the length 
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of time during which the question had 
cropped up in the House and the number 
of triendly speeches which had been de- 
livered by the representatives of the 
Admiralty, he doubted whether the hon. 
Gentleman would be able or really try 
to meet the views of hon. Members on 
this question. The hon. Gentleman 
had advanced a curious argument against 
Roman Catholic chaplains being carried 
on His Majesty's ships when he said 
they were not carried in the ships of 
the French, German, or Russian navies. 
It was not necessary, he apprehended, 
for the British Navy to follow the example 
of the navies of other countries in any 
question. The fact that other countries 
made no provision was no reason to 
advance to House of Commons 
against the action which hon. Members 
thought eught to be taken in common 
fairness and justice to the Roman Catho- 
lic sailors of the Fleet. The hon. Gentle- 
man had said with truth that since the 
agitation on this question had com- 
menced in the House the Admiralty had 
done a great deal towards meeting the 
the Roman Catholics in’ the 
The matter was raised as long 
ago as IS878, and undoubtedly since 
then a good deal had been done. The 
hon. Gentleman that evening had gone 
further than any of his predecessors 
when he undertook that when a squadron 
went on a long cruise a Roman Catholic 
chaplain should be carried, but the hon. 
Gentleman had made no case against 
the assertion of the hon. Member for 
East Mayo that there was a grievance 
as regarded the question of rank. —Pro- 
testant chaplains occupied the position 
of commissioned officers, but not a single 
Roman Catholic held a similar position. 
and although hon. Members might not 
consider that a very great matter, it was 


the 


views ot 
matter. 


one which had a great effect on the 
minds of the Roman Catholic sailors, 


who were entitled to expect that the 
ministers of their religion should oceupy 
a similar position to that occupied by 
chaplains of the Church of England. 
The answer of the hon. Gentleman was 
that Roman Catholic chaplains did not sail 
in the Fleet, but performed their duties 
ashore, and that therefore they ought 
not to expect to enjoy the rank of the 
Protestant chaplains of the Fleet. That 
was a point on which the Admiralty 
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might give way. Why not grant to the 


Catholic chaplains, whether ashore or: 


afloat, the same rank as was given to 
the chaplains of the Protestant Church ? 
No adequate reason had ever been put 
forward on the part of the Admiralty 
for refusing the requests of the Catholics 
on this matter. How could it injure 
the Admiralty or increase to any great 
extent the cost of maintaining the chap- 
lains in the Fleet ? Would it impair the 
etticiency of the Fleet or give any offence 
to any section of the people, or cause 
any inconvenience ? It could not be 
contended that it would ; and therefore 
under these circumstances he maintained 
it was a legitimate and reasonable ground 
of complaint on the part of :the people 
who belonged to the Catholic faith that 
the chaplains of their Church, who were 
engaged ashore—it was true they were 
not afloat. but still engaged in the service 
of the Navy—were denied the same rank 
as officers which was held by the chap- 
lains of the Established Church of Eng- 
land. That was a grievance which he 
thought might, without any violence 
to precedents or any inconvenience to 
the Admiralty, be remedied at once. 
He was very glad that the hon. Gentle- 
man had made so conciliatory a reply. 
It showed that he was anxious to meet 
the views of the Irish Members, and 
that he did not, as some of his prede- 
cessors had done in the past, make out 
that this was a question more or less 
affecting English Catholics, and that as 
long as English Ecclesiastical opinion 
was satisfied in the matter there was no 
great necessity to satisfy Irish Catholic 
feeling. He might say that an official 
of the Admiralty in the House had told 
him in the course of a private conversa- 
tion, that really the Irish Members had 
no business to interfere or trouble the 
House on this matter in view of the fact 
that the English Catholics did not raise 
it. The inference was that the English 
Catholics were quite satisfied and that 
Irish Catholics ought to be. The answer 
to all that was, that while they had the 
greatest possible respect for English 
Catholies, they could never forget that 
for centuries every grievance which the 
Catholie Church suffered from and which 
had been removed, had been removed, 
not by agitation on the part of the Eng- 


lish Catholics, but by hard battles fought 


Mr. William Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


‘by the poor Irish people. 
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Indeed. this 
was more an Irish than an English ques- 
tion. He did not quite agree with the 
hon. Member for East Mayo when 
he put the proportion of Lrish Catholies 
in the Navy at such a high figure, but 
he did maintain that the very great 
majority of the Catholic sailors in the 
Navy were Irishmen, and, that being 
so, it was not surprising that Irish Catho- 
lic Members of Parliament and Cardinal 
Logue should take a deep and abiding 
interest in this question, and that it 
should occupy their minds until the 
grievances had been removed, however 
complacent English Catholics might be. 
He did not know whether the hon. Gentle- 
man would go to a division or not, but 
if he did, he would undoubtedly vote 
with him, because they had_ learned 
from past experience that no matter 
how friendly the intentions of the officials 
of the Admiralty might be, they had 
never had any grievance removed unless 
they agitated these grievances and 
brought them forward on the floor of 
the House on every possible opportunity. 
He strongly urged on the hon. Gentle 
man the Member for West Belfast to 
approach the Admiralty generally and 
endeavour to secure a satisfactory settle- 
ment of these questions once for all, so 
that Irish Members might be spared 
bringing their grievances forward year 
after year and occupying the time of the 
House. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER | said he 
wished to prevent any misunderstanding. 
What he meant to convey was that when 
large squadrons went on cruises which 
would take the men away fora long time 
from all means of enjoying the ministra- 
tions of their religion, it might be possible 
to arrange that a Roman Catholic chap 
lain should be carried ; but as to cruises 
such as that of the Channel Squadron, 
when the fleet frequently touched at 
ports, such anarrangement would be 
uncalled for. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) 
said there was great danger of due con- 
sideration not being given to the fact of 
the difference between a Protestant and 
a Catholic country. In Ireland they had 
a positive religion, whereas the Protestant 
religion was negative. [An Hon. Men- 
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BER: No, no.] Yes, yes. Some people 
seemed to think that the orders ot their 
Church were not considered of much im- 
portance, but that was a mistake. Their 
religion being positive, their ordinances 
meant something, and therefore it was 
absolutely necessary that Catholic chap- 
lains should be appointed wherever there 
were Catholic people, be they more or less 
numerous. It it was intended to attract 
Irishmen into the Navy, the Government 
must be very particular in supplying 
them with the ordinances of their religion, 
which in all walks of life was the basis of 
their action. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said he did not think that the 
tone of the discussion, which had been so 
friendly, should be marred by any remark 
disrespectful to their respective religious 
persuasions. He had heard with great 
pleasure the statement of the Secretary to 
the Admiralty, conceding the very natural 
and proper desires of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. He himself had had experience 
of the admirable conduct of Roman 
Catholic chaplains in the East, and it was 
well known that the co-adjutor Bishop of 
Westminster had, by his conduct in 
Egypt and in the Soudan, won the respect 
of all classes and religions. He would 
suggest that when the number of Roman 
Catholic sailors justified the appointment 
of a priest for his whole time in the service 
in the Navy, it would be only proper that 
he should receive official rank in’ the 
same way asin the Army. That would 
go tar to meet the desires of our Roman 
Catholic tellow-countrymen. 





Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) quite 
agreed with the remarks which had fallen 
from the hon. Member tor East Clare to 
the effect that the statement made by the 
Secretary to the Admiralty was an ad- 
vance on those made on former occasions 
by the hon. Gentleman's predecessors. 
At the same time he could not help cast- 
ing his mind back over the many vears 
in which they had made similar proposi- 
tions. and when they had been almost 
derided and told of the impossibility of 
granting their demands. After twenty 
years it was very comforting to think 
that the authorities recognised that these 
demands should he conceded ; and he 


hoped the pledges given would be carried 
into effect. 


That hope, however, had 
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been somewhat marred by the second 
utterance of the hon. Gentleman, which 
seemed to whittle down very much the 
concession he had made in his first 
speech. There was an old saying that 
‘ Where there's a will there’s a way,” and 
he firmly believed that if the Admiralty 
were to consider the points which the 
Irish Members put before them in a sym- 
pathetic manner, they would find oppor- 
tunities of meeting them. These matters 
had a sentimental as well as a religious 
side, and the Government, therefore. 
ought to pay particular attention to the 
views put forward from the Irish benches. 
Without in the slightest degree reflecting 
on any other creed, it was notorious that 
the feelings of Irishmen were different 
trom those of other people, and that the 
ministrations of their Church were of far 
more Lnpértance to them than the mini- 
strations of otherChurchesto their people. 
Many young fellows—-as fine young 
fellows as were to be found anywhere-- 
were in his neighbourhood joining the 
Royal Naval Reserve, and if the Govern- 
ment accepted their services they had a 
right to provide tor their religious mini- 
strations, and to do nothing to outrage 
their beliefs. He could not see why the 
position of Catholic chaplains in point of 
emolument should be worse than that ot 
chaplains of other creeds, but it was 
notorious that they were not placed 
equality. In the minds of 
many the treatment meted out to 
Catholic chaplains was regarded as 
a slur upon them; it placed a badge 
of interioritvy upon them compared 
with chaplains of other creeds, and also a 
badge of inferiority on the sailors to whom 
they ministered. Irish Members had, 
therefore. the right to resent that the 
Catholic chaplains were not on a par with 
the chaplains of other creeds. English 
Catholics had. to some extent, enjoyed 
the advantages that had been won for 
them by their fellow Catholies in Ireland, 
but he thought that the Admiralty 
should have communicated with Cardinal 
Logue on this matter, which concerned 
Irish more than English Catholics. For 
his part, he thought that the promise 
which had been made by the representa- 
tive of the Admiralty could not be con- 
sidered satisfactory in the least degree. 

*Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) said 
there was one point to which he wished. 


on an 
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to draw the attention of the hon. Member 
for West Belfast. During the Naval 
manoeuvres last vear and the year 
before, when the Channel Squadron 
was in Irish waters, some of the officers 
refused to allow the Catholic sailors to go 
ashore and attend church services, 
althouzh no manceuvres were going on 
at the time. He was not then in Parlia- 
ment, but he had at that tine wrote a 
letter on the subject tothe Admiralty, and 
had merely received the stereotyped official 
answer. If the statement of the hon. 
Member for West Beltast had been 
made for the first time in reference to 
this question of nava! chaplains, his hon. 
friend, the Member for South Sligo, 
might be advised to withdraw his motion. 
But. so far back as 1896 Mr. Goschen, 
in answer to the hon. Member for East 
Mayo, gave an undertaking that the 
Admiralty would increase the number 
of Roman Catholic chaplains in the 
Navy. Two years later, in answer to 
a question, also put by the hon. Member 
tor East Mayo, why the undertaking 
had not been carried out, Mr. Goschen 
said that the proposal for increasing the 
number of Catholic chaplains in the 
Navy had been before the Treasury 
since 1896; and it was only in 1898 
that the permission of the Treasury 
had been given. How did they know 
that the same procedure would not be 
gone through again! It might be 
three or four years before the Treasury 
authority would be obtained for the 
changes promised that night. He 
noticed that seven-eighths of the Vote 
of £36,000 for Navy chaplains went to 
chaplains be'onging to the Established 
Church of England. This was not so 
much a question of religion or nationality 
as o° efficiency. They had been told 
that England must depend for its safety 
upon its fleet, and surely every induce- 
ment should be offered to young men to 
join the Navy. He knew in his own con- 
stituency of voung men who, on account 
of there beng no Catholic chap.ains 
in the Navy, had actually left this country 
and ‘oined the American Navy. and so 
the Empire had lost their services. 


Supply —— 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) said 
he wished to say one word on the question 
of issuing commissions to Roman Catholic 
chap'a ns in the Navy. 

Mr. O'Doherty. 


{COMMONS} 


Hon. Gentlemen | 
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opposite seemed to think that these 
Roman Catholic chaplains, not being 
commissioned, were placed in some sort 
ot social inferiority to those who were 
commissioned. He would point out 
that that was not so. ‘The chaplains in 
the Navy who were 
were not put in a position of superiority ; 
they had no relative rank on board ship 
by reason of their commissions. The 
issue of commissions to chaplains of the 
Church of England question 
merely of administrative convenience, 
in sending them afloat or ashore to any 
quarter of the world. Their commission 
entitled them to a cabin on board ship ; 
and, in the event of their death, their 
widows were entitled to pensions. He 
wished to point out that Protestant 
chapiains had on shore no rank on 
account of their religion above Roman 
Catholic chaplains ; the whole question 
was one of administrative convenience. 
and for that reason he was bound to say 
that. whatever might be the sentiment 
which lay behind the demand of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite, in this case there 
was no actual grievance, and as the 
Admiralty had no contrvi over Roman 
Catholie chaplains at ports, and had 
no authority to move them from one 
place to another, they were in an entirely 
different position to Protestant chaplains 
in the Navy. 


comunissioned 


Was a 


Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N). 
speaking asa Protestant and as a surgeon 
who had served some years in the Navy, 
said that in his opinion the Roman 
Catholics in this matter had a very serious 
ground for complaint. The Secretary 
to the Admiralty, so far as he could see, 
had given no reason whatever why Ro- 
man Catholie chaplains should not be 
placed uponthe same footing as Protestant 
chaplains. He thought this difficulty 
might be got over if that were done. He 
did not of course believe that unjust 
concessions or privileges should be made 
to Catholics or anyone else, but he main- 
tained that there should be no inequality 
of treatment between Catholics and Pro- 
testants, and that any privileges the one 
possessed should be freely and as a 
matter of right aceorded to the other. 
The curse of Ireland in the past had 
been the maintenance of a system the 
exact opposite of what he now contended 
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for as regards Catholic naval chaplains. 
He would respectfully urge upon the 
Government the necessity of complying 
with the very reasonable request con- 
veyed to them by every Irish and many 
English Members who had joined in the 
debate. So far as the officers in the Navy 
were concerned, no difficulty would be 
raised by them. The staff surgeon of 
the ship upon which he served in 
the Mediterranean, who was a Roman 
Catholic, was the most popular man 
on board, and from his own experience 
he could say that the officers in His 
Majesty's Navy did not care two jack 
straws What a man’s religion was so long 
as he was an agreeable companion and a 


reliable friend. The whole difficulty 
would disappear if Roman Catholic 
chaplains were appointed to each 


Admiral’s ship, with the same status 
and pay as their Protestant brothers. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said he joined in the demand for the 
redress of this grievance, which was now 
being debated in the House for the third 
tine. Hewas present two years previously 
when the late First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty, Lord Goschen, made a distinct 
promise to the hon. Member for East Mayo 
that he would find some means of re- 
dressing this grievance under which the 
Catholic sailors suffered, but so far asthe 
Irish Members could learn no effort had 
been made to carry out that promise. 
When the House considered that there 
were 10,000 Roman Catholic seamen 
serving in the Navy it was surely not an 
unreasonable demand to make that there 
should be Roman Catholic chaplains 
appointed to each ship. If that were 
done a good deal of the grievance would 
be removed. It was absolutely absurd 
forthe hon. Member for South Antrim to 
attempt to argue that, owing to their 
not holding commission, the Roman 
Catholic ministers were not branded 
with the mark of inferiority. The Ro- 
man Catholic ministers in this case were 
quite as much entitled to fair treatment 
as the Protestants. There were 170 
Protestant chaplains in the Navy, most of 
whom held commission rank in the 
service. There were no Roman Catholic 


chaplains who held a like position, and it 
could not be argued that such a state of 
things did not place a badge of inferiority 

VOL. XCI. 
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on the Roman Catholics. It might be 
urged that this was a mere matter of 
sentiment, and that no useful purpose 
would be served by taking action in the 
matter, but he would point out that it 
was a matter of the very deepest interest 
to the Roman Catholic people of Ireland, 
from whom the Navy drew 7,000 men a 
year. Ofsuch deep interest was the ques- 
tion to the parents and to the prelates of 
Ireland that an embargo had been placed 
upon the people joining the Service. 
There was a real and tangible grievance 
in this matter, for although hon. Gentle- 
men opposite might call it sentiment, it 
was one of the most vital questions of the 
day, affecting as it did the spiritual wel- 
fare of many thousands of men in the 
Navy. There were two complaints with 
regard to this branch of the Service: one 
was with régard to the emolument, and 
second, the questionof rank. TheSecretary 
to the Admiralty had in his first speech 
given great hope that something would 
be done with regard to these matters, 
but he had apparently repented of his 
promise, because in his second reply he 
had taken away what he had promised 
on the first occasion ; the question there- 
fore would be left in the same position as 
it was when Lord Goschen left the Admi- 
ralty. Lord Goschen, when First Lord of 
the Admiralty, made most sympathetic 
promises, and there the matter ended. 
The hon. Gentleman would, he supposed, 
do the same as Lord Goschen had done 
during the last six years. He had 
heard it stated from the Government 
Benches in the past that the Government 
were afraid to appoint Roman Catholic 
chaplains to ships containing a Protestant 
chaplain, because of the friction which 
might arise, but the hon. Member for 
North Monaghan had made a most 
valuable statement with regard to that 
matter, and conclusively proved that there 
would be no difficulty in that matter. 
He could not congratulate the hon. 
Gentleman opposite on the undoubted 
change which had taken place in 
his views since he had been elevated 
to his present position. When in 
other days the hon. Gentleman from 
his seat below the gangway criticised 
with vigour and ability the Navy Esti- 
mates the grievances of the Irish Members 
had some share of his sympathy, and he 
implored the hon. Gentleman to show 


2D 





763 Supply— 


that sympathy now by pressing upon the 
Department which he represented the fact 
that this was a live grievance, which 
wanted remedying. He warned the hon. 
Member that if he approached the matter 
in a half-hearted way, or attempted to 
ignore it, there would, upon subsequent 
occasions, be a full ventilation of the 
grievance from the Irish benches. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said, so far as the Irish Benches 
were concerned, there was no desire to 
prolong the debate, and he had hoped 
a division upon the question might have 
been avoided, because some of the state- 
ments of the Secretary for the Navy, 
if not altogether satisfactory, had shown 
a desire to do something with a good 
grace. . He, however, regretted that the 
hon. Gentleman in his second speech 
took away the reality of the concessions 


which he had given in his first. The 
hon. Member for South Antrim in the 


course of his observations had said that 
with regard to the appointment of 
foman Catholic chaplains, the Roman 
Catholics were in no worse position 
than the Methodists or any other religious 
sect of this country, but the hon. Member 
had overlooked the fact that only one 
religion was represented in the Navy— 
that of the Established Church—and 
from that point of view a monopoly 
was being created in favour of the 
members of the Established Church. 
On the other hand, there was an impass- 
able gulf between all sects of Protes- 
tantism and the Roman Catholic Church 
whichdid not exist between the divisionsof 
the Church of England, so that Metho- 
dists and persons of other denominations 


had the benefit of the ministrations of | 


the Protestant chaplain. This question 
had been raised over and over again, 
and he thought that on this occasion 
some advance had been made with 
regard to it. They did not demand that 
a Roman Catholic chaplain should be 
appointed to every large ship in the 
Navy, they only asked that one should 
be appointed to every squadron. The 


hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, in his speech, had narrowed 
down his promise with regard to that 
to promising that if there was a squadron 
which was going on a long cruise, then, 
and then only, should a Roman Catholic 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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chaplain be appointed to one of the 
vessels in the squadron. Every one 
thought at first that the hon. Gentle. 
man had promised at first that there 
should be a Roman Catholic chaplain 
uppointed to every squadron wherever 
it might have to go, and it was not, 
after all, an unreasonable thing to ask, 
that when there was a squadron of ships 
containing 2,000 or 3,000  Catholies 
they should have the benefit of their 
spiritual guide, but the hon. Gentle- 
man restricted that concession to a 
squadron on a long cruise. What 
made that restriction the more extra- 
ordinary was the fact that, after all the 
agitation upon this matter, after Lord 
Goschen had practically accepted the 
principle of the demand of the hon. 
Members for East Mayo and East Clare, 
and after all the promises which had 
been given by Lord Goschen with regard 
to the matter, the Secretary to the 
Admiralty had come down and, with a 
grand appearance of making a_ great 
concession, had given what the Board 


of Admiralty had given twenty-two 
years before. The Secretary to the 


Admiralty said that he ould only give 
an Irish chaplain to a squadron which 
was ordered on a long cruise. On June 
7th, 1878, the Board of Admiralty 
issued a Mimute which said— 

“My Lords direct that when a large number 
of ships forming a squadron are sent on any 
service which will keep them for any length of 
time from a port where a Roman Catholic 
priest is in residence, arrangements are to be 
made for a Roman Catholic chaplain to ae- 
company the squadron.’ 


Was it fair to come down to the House 
in 1901, after twenty-two years of agita- 
tion and promises made only to be 
broken, to meet the Irish Members 
with the repetition of a Minute issued 
by the Board of Admiralty twenty-two 
years previously ? It was treating the 
Irish representatives with ignominy and 
contempt. He hoped that the First 
Lord of the Treasury, whom he saw in 
his place, would give some intimation 
that the Government intended to act 
up to some of the promises which had 
been made; but if he did not, and if they 
were to be met with a repetition of 
what had taken place in the past, they 
could only keep agitating the question. 


' Under the circumstances he should vote 


for the Amendment. 
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Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.) said he 


represented a constituency which sent 
a great number of young men into the 
Navy, and therefore he desired to pro- 
test against the hard and fast line taken 
by the Admiralty, who absolutely re- 
fused to grant to Irish Roman Catholic 
chaplains the same treatment as was 
meted out to their brothers in the Pro- 
testant religion. ‘The Government were 
always ready in his district to recruit 
for the Navy among the hardy fisher- 
men of the neighbourhood. They were 
ready enough to take the men, but 
not to spend a few pounds in order that 
the men they took, who carried their 
religion deep in their hearts, might 
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of their own religious minister. Would 
it not be worth while to consider whether 
men did not make better sailors by 
having their religion at heart? It was 
a cruel thing not to provide Catholic 
chaplains. The concession granted by 
the hon. Gentleman was utterly worth- 
less, and therefore he hoped the matter 
would be pressed to a division. If the 
concessions asked for were not granted 
he hoped the Government would be able 
to obtain no more recruits from the 
west coast of Ireland. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 154 ; 
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Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn E. R.( Bath) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYEsS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Hayes Fisher. 


NOES, 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. ) 


Flynn, Ji —_— Christopher 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


Allan, William (Gateshead) Gilhooly, James O’ Dowd, John 
Ambrose, Robert Goddard, Daniel Ford O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Asher, Alexander Hammond, John O'Kelly xe Sane. 


Austin, Sir John 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 


Harmsworth, R. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John a W.) 


O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 


Leicester 


Boland, John Jameson, Major J. Eustace Pirie, Dunean V. 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling Joicey, Sir James Power, a. k Joseph 

doyle, James Joyee, Michael Reddy, ) M. 

Brigg, John Kearley, Hudson E. Bolnind. John E.( Waterford 


Burke, E. Havitand- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 


Leany, 
Lundon, W. 


Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) Murphy, J. 

Doogan, P. C. Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Dufly, William J. 

Duncan, James H. Norton, 

Farrell, James Patrick O’Brien, James F. X. 


Fenwic i. Charles 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Main Question again proposed. 


THE GOVERNMENT'S NAVAL PROPOSALS, 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): My principal object in rising now 
is to place before the House and the 
country the view which I believe is 
taken by those who sit on this bench 
and on this side of the House—certainly, | 
believe, by those with whom I had the 
honour to act on a former Board of 
Admiralty—of the large proposals now 
made by the Government. 

The first point upon which I wish to 
speak is the controversy with regard 
to Belleville boilers. That controversy 
began seven years ago, at the instance 
of my hon. friend the Member for 
Gateshead. At that time the then 


Board of Admiralty extended on a large 
scale for the first time the adoption of 
the water-tube boiler, which had already 
been adopted on a comparatively small 
scale by the previous Administration. 


Kennedy, Patrick James 

Kinloch SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James tige, Richard 
Edmund 


MacDonnell, Dr. 
Macnamara, Dr. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
MLaren, Charles Benjamin 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Capt. Cecil William 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
foche, John 

Schwan, Charles E. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merth’r 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, HenryJ.(York, W. ki.) 
Wilson, Johr (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Sanmel (Cavan, East) 


Mark A. 
Thomas J. 


(Cork) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick (’Brien. 


My hon. friend challenged our action on 
that occasion, and it tell upon me to 
explain the views of the Board. Last 
session the then First Lord of the 
Admiralty announced the appointment 
of an Expert Committee to examine the 
whole position. That Committee has 
now reported, and I wish to call the 
attention of the representatives of the 
Admiralty to the position in which they 
find themselves in face of that Report. 
I do not think the hon. Member for 
Gateshead has any reason to be dis- 
satisfied with that Report. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
No. I have not. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Be- 
cause, although perhaps not in an un- 
qualified manner, it does find against 
the Belleville boiler to a large extent. 
As representing the Admiralty of 1893, 
I have no. reason to be dissatisfied with 
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graph the Committee declare that— 


“at the time the Belleville boiler was in- 
troduced into the Navy in the ‘ Powerful ’ and 
‘Terrible’ it was theonly large tube type of 
water-tube boiler which had been tried at sea 


on a considerable scale under ordinary working | 


conditions. The Committee therefore consider 


that there was justification for them regarding | 
it as the most suitable type of water-tube | 


boiler for the Navy.” 


I do not think I could envy the position 
of an Admiralty face to face with a 
Report such as this. I do not for one 
moment begrudge any praise that may 
be due to the Expert Committee, which 
gave its time, experience, and talents to 
the consideration of this serious ques- 
tion, but I cannot at present conceive 
what line of policy the Admiralty ought 
now to adopt. The findings of the 
Committee do not appear to be clear or 
consistent one with another. In 
first place they find in favour of the 
water-tube boiler in general. They declare 
that it— 


“would be more suitable for use in His 
Majesty’s Navy than the cylindrical type of 
boiler,” 


and go on to give reasons for that opinion. 
They specify the most important require- 
ments trom a military point of view, 
and they declare that— 


“these requirements are met by the water- 
tube boiler in a greater degree than by the 
cylindrical boiler, and are considered by the 
Committee of such importance as to outweigh 
the advantages of the latter type in economy 
of fuel and cost of up-keep.” 


Having said that, the Committee say 
a number of other things hardly con- 
sistent with it. 

But | pass from that commenda- 
tion of the water-tube boiler principle 


in general to what the Committee 
say about the Belleville boiler in 
particular. When we adopted that 


policy in 1893, in continuation of the 
policy of our predecessors, we always 
declared that while the Belleville appeared 
to us to be the best boiler for the moment 
of that type, we were in no way com- 
mitted to it. This Committee speak 
in a very peculiar way about the Belle- 
ville boiler. They— 


“do not consider that the Belleville boiler 
has any such advantage over other types of 
water-tube boilers as leads them to recommend 
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the Report either, because in one para- | it as the best adapted to the requirements of 
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| His Majesty’s Navy.” 
| 


|That is their statement. But what is 
their recommendation? They make a 
recommendation which it appears to 
me can only cause embarrassment to 
the present Board of Admiralty. As 
regards new ships, and what I may 


call “infant” ships—that is, ships 
just begun—they recommend the 
Admiralty to discard the Belleville 


boiler altogether. As regards finished 
ships and ships under construction 
which are beyond the engine stage, they 
recommend its retention. These are 
curious recommendations, and they be- 
come all the more curious when the 
Committee go on, in answer to queries 
put by the Admiralty as to what they 
would recgmmend in place of the Belle- 
ville, to specify four kinds of water-tube 
boilers, of which they suggest that some 
or all types should be taken. ‘These four 
types are all, in the first instance, to be 
experimented upon. As to the first two 
—the ‘ Babeock and Wilcox” and 
the ‘ Niclausse’’—the Committee re- 
commend that certain sloops and cruisers 
should be expedited in order that the 
value of these types of boilers for 
naval purposes may be ascertained at the 
earliest possible date. Having already 
discarded the Belleville type and recom- 
mended these as substitutes, they go on 
to say that the first thing to be done is 
to ascertain what their value is for naval 
purposes. So it is with the other two 
specimens. They are also to be experi- 
mented upon with a view to seeing what 
their real valueis. That is a recommen- 
dation which I think the Admiralty will 
have some difficulty in acting upon. 

Further, after specifying certain ad- 
vantages connected with the Belleville 
boiler, the Committee go on to say— 

‘¢ The additional evaporating plant required 
with Belleville boilers, and the greater coal 
consumption on ordinary service as compared 
with cylindrical boilers, has hitherto nullified 
to a great extent the saving of weight effected 
by their adoption, and in considering the 
radius of action itis doubtful whether any 
real advantage has been gained.” 


That is, I understand, any real advan- 
tage over the cylindrical boiler. Having 
previously stated that military require- 
ments—which, of course, are paramount 
condemn the cylindrical 
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boiler, and support the water-tube 
type, they make that remark about the 
Belleville. They then say— 

“The Committee are not prepared without 

further experience to say to what extent this 
may not apply to other types of: water-tube 
boilers.” 
I confess I hardly know what conclusion 
to draw from this Report, and my 
difficulty is not lessened when I find 
this remarkable paragraph following 
the passages to which [ have already 
referred— 

“To obtain satisfactory results in the work- 
ing of the Belleville boilers, in face of the defects 
named in paragraph (9), more than ordinary 
experience and skill are required on the part 
of the engine-room staff. It appears, however, 
from the evidence placed before the Committee 
that the engineer officers in charge of Belleville 
boilers have not been made acquainted with 
the best method of working the boiler, and that 
which experience has shown to be the most 
effectual in preventing pitting and corrosion of 
tubes.” 

It would be invidious for me to go any 
further into the conclusions of this 
Report. It appears to me to be a most 
embarrassing document forthe Admiralty, 
and I do not envy the Board which, having 
appointed this Committee, is now face to 
face with a Report so inconclusive, and 
so far from clear, and so inconsistent as 
this Report is in many respects. And 
my difficulty in knowing what the Admi- 
ralty can possibly do is increased by the 
statement of the hon. Gentleman him- 
self. In his remarks the other night 
about the Belleville boiler I understood 
him to declare that the ships fitted with 
the type are working satisfactorily now, 
and have been for years in foreign navies. 
What is the result to be? I do not know 
what those who advised the Admiralty 
to adopt the water-tube boiler in principle 
and the Belleville boiler by preference 
have to say to this Report. Our then 
technical advisers are still the advisers of 
the Admiralty ; one of our colleagues 
(not mentioned here) on the Board of 
Admiralty of that day is in office now, 
namely, the First Sea Lord. He was a 
party to the adoption of the water-tube 
principle and the Belleville boiler by the 
Board of which I had the honour to be 

a member. I should like to know, 
before coming to a conclusion. how the 
opinions of our experts, and those who 


advised us, and whose advice we were 
Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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bound to take, are modified by the con- 
clusions arrived at by this Committee. 
The alternative placed before us was 
this—‘‘ Foreign navies are adopting the 
water-tube boiler. You must accept 
either the water-tube boiler or inferiority 
in an essential military requirement, and 
the best type of boiler is the Belleville.” 
That was our position when we entered 
upon the large experiment in 1893. The 
hon. Member for Gateshead — will 
admit that his original criticism against 
our policy was directed not so much 
against the particular type of boiler, or 
perhaps even the water-tube principle 
itself, as against our taking a large step 
in advance without further experiments. 
That position | defended at the time, 
and I need only say in defence of it now 
that we fitted two cruisers with the type 
best known, and which had been experi- 
mented upon under conditions which 
we were advised offered a guarantee 
of its suitability. In making that state- 
ment I am not in any way casting a 
reflection upon the action of the succeed- 
ing Board of Admiralty, which carried 
our policy to a point much further than 
we had done. We shouid very likely 
have «done exactly as they did, but I 
wanted to make clear how this contro- 
versy originated, and what the share 
of our Board in it was. Having said that 
[ will pass from this subject with the 
observation that this Report, able as the 
members of the Committee may have 
been, is of such a character that it does 
not take away from the Admiralty one 
single ounce of responsibility. They 
must go back to the expert skill with 
which the Admiralty is so admirably 
endowed. This is an incident only in 
the history of this very important ques- 
tion, and we shall look to the Admiralty 
on its own responsibility of skilled ad- 
visers to decide now. as if nosuch Report 
had been issued, what their policy in the 
future should be. 

The next point in the programme to 
which I should like to direct attention 
is the adoption of submarine boats for 
the first time in this year’s programme. 
I have given a good deal of attention, 
both while I was in the Admiralty office 
and since, to this question, and, having 
supported this experiment in this House 
and out of it, it may seem somewhat 
ungracious for me to cast any reflection 
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upon what the Admiralty are going to 
do. But there are some things that 
ought to be said, for it appears to be a 
serious thing. France has fifty-six sub- 
marine boats, and the chiet-constructor 
of the American Navy is one of the 
warmest advocates of submarine boats. 
As this is only a matter of experiment 
I do think it might have been introduced 
upon a somewhat smaller scale. If its 
value is purely conjectural I should have 
said that one boat would have been 
enough to experiment with. Two should 
have been quite enough, but we generally 
do things on a large scale, and after 
having refused to say one word for many 
years about submarine boats we now 
find the Admiralty Jaunching out into 
quite a little fleet of them. I think it was 
the hon. Gentleman the Civil Lord who 
was asked a question not long ago about 
submarine boats. He gave the answer 
which has been repeated from time im- 
memorial, and he added that a statement 
would be made in the Estimate, and no 
policy was announced. We find now 
that in regard to these five submarine 
boats some of them were ordered in the 
year 1900. We have travelled far and 
fast in this country in some ways, but 
what has become of the control of the 
House of Commons ! What has become 
of that control when the Admiralty of 
the day having refused to tell us their 
policy come forward shortly afterwards 
and say they will build five of these boats ? 
Lord Goschen, to whose zeal, firmness of 
purpose, and devotion to the interests 
of the Navy I desire to be allowed to pay 
a tribute, carried things pretty far in the 
last Parliament. He came down at the 
end of the session not to propose a Supple- 
mentary Estimate, but to mention to us 
on another Vote that he intended to 
build a certain number of extra ships 
which were not provided for in the 
original Estimate. The Member for 
West Monmouthshire protested against 
that course as an abuse of the position 
of the Government, and said that they 
had no right to build any ships except 
upon an Estimate submitted to and 
approved by the House of Commons. 
I cannot help protesting against this, 
for a new departure of this nature ought 
not to have been made except with the 
sanction of the House, and at the very 
least it ought not to have been done 


without being divulged to the House. 
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The next point I come to is that mys- 
terious expedition to Gibraltar, which 
has lately been sanctioned. I do not 
know what lies behind that adventurous 
voyage of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn and his colleagues. When it 
was first mentioned we took no exception 
to an inquiry, and the House has pro- 
bably now forgotten what a remarkable 
kind of investigation it was to be. We 
now know that there is to be a Committee 
and no Commission, no common refer- 
ence and no connected Report, and all 
we know is that a certain number of 
gentlemen—of whom the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for King’s Lynn is not more 
than one—are to be appointed and are to 
be asked to investigate some questions. 
Who the colleagues of the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn are we have not yet 
perfectly ‘ascertained, but that appears 
to me to be a very curious sort of inquiry 
to propose into a matter so tremendously 
grave as the question of the state and 
defences of the public docks at Gibraltar. 
I would repeat in regard to this matter 
what I said about the boilers, that. what- 
ever letters or Reports these gentlemen 
severally or collectively may write as to 
the position of the docks and defences at 
Gibraltar, nothing can take away the 
direct responsibility of the Admiralty for 
the future policy on this question. The 
Admiralty through its own officers 
has been working nearly seven years at 
these docks. They were first sanctioned 
nearly seven years ago, and a great staff 
has been engaged upon the work. To 
suppose for a moment that after such an 
investigation as that which I have just 
described such a Committee as I have 
sketched can add anything to the infor- 
mation of the Board of Admiralty on the 
subject appears to me to be trifling with 
the question. I look to the Admiralty and 
its own officers for the determination of 
the policy which we are to pursue in 
reference to the docks at Gibraltar. 

I come now to another point. The hon. 
and gallant Member for Great Yarmouth 
will, I think, sympathise with this view— 
I refer to what we have been told about 
the policy of the Government in regard to 
coaling stations, which is a problem of 
most tremendous difficulty, but one 
of the most important which has engaged 
the attention of the Admiralty and the 
War Office for many years, and upon 
which i direct conflict of 





there is a 
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opinion between naval and military 
experts. The Secretary of State for War | 


in describing the programme which we 
have not yet sanctioned, and which is to 
be submitted for further discussion at a 
later date, told us that in dealing with 
the Army he proposed that certain of 


the coaling stations should be handed | 
He further hinted | 
that he did not know what the opinion of | 


over to the Navy. 


the Admiralty was on this question, and 
he indicated that they had not yet con- 
sented to the proposal he had made. 
That was a most astounding thing for 
any Minister to do. The Secretary to 
the Admiralty has stated that this was 
only the personal opinion of the Secretary 
for War. That explanation appears to 
me to make matters worse, for what right 
has a Minister in this House, while de- 
fending the policy of the Government, to 
express his own personal opinion? See 
the astounding position in which we find 
ourselves. We find one Minister com- 
mitting his Department to something 
without knowing what the opinion of the 
Admiralty is. I think that is very im- 
proper, whether it is his own personal 
opinion or not. People say that the 
authority of the House of Commons is 
diminishing, and that the power of the 
Cabinet is increasing, but it appears to me 
that the authority of the House of Com- 
mons and the Cabinet are both disappear- 
ing. What kind of a Cabinet is it that 
allows a Minister to express a personal 
opinion which advocates one policy one 
night on Imperial defence and a totally 
different policy the next night ? What 
becomes of that famous Joint Committee 
of Defence 2?) What becomes of the Joint 
Committee pressed for by the President 
of the Council. when such a declaration 
is made by the Secretary for War upon a 
matter which is not the least important 
among all the questions concerning our 
Imperial defence ! 

Those who look at the Navy Estimates 
will notice that Vote 16, which deals with 
the flotilla in Australian waters, has dis- 
appeared altogether from the Estimates. 
Again and again during recent years I 
have asked the Government what was 
going to happen in regard to this ques- 
tion, and I was refused information upon 
it. The House has now before it Esti- 
mates in which the Vote has disappeared 


altogether, and no information is given. | 


Mr. Edinund Lobertson. 


{COMMONS} 
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I hope the hon. Gentleman will tell us 
what is the present position of this ar- 
rangement, and why it is that no provi- 
sion has been made for it in the Estimates. 
Perhaps he may also be able to explain a 
mysterious paragraph in the memo- 
randum about the South Australian ship 
‘* Protector,” which has been lent to His 
Majesty’s Government. I understaad 
that this comes, under an Act of 1865, 
which has been adopted by an Order in 
Council, as a British man-of-war. I 
'should like to know upon what condi- 
| tions the ship “ Protector ” has been lent 
| to His Majesty’s Government. 

| We were also told that the scheme of 
'merchant cruisers was to be largely 
| extended this year, but the vote for that 
/has almost disappeared, and only three 
/new companies have been added. No 
| provision is made as to arrangements 
| with the great companies who furnish 
| these merchant vessels. The hon. Gentle- 
man also spoke of the delay in consirue- 
tion in recent years, and spoke of it as 
being due to the engineers’ ‘‘strike.’’ That 
was a lock-out, and I have always held 
that the weakness of the Admiralty in not 
enforcing its penal clauses in their con- 
tracts has led to their own embarrass- 
ment. This has attracted the attention 
of foreign naval constructors, and they 
cannot understand why the Government 
have not the courage to enforce the penal 
clause in their contracts. 

Mylast point is with regard to the Royal 
yacht. I do not know when the House 
of Commons, while considering Naval 
Estimates, ever had before it a story so 
distressing as the history of the Royal 
yacht. I, for one, can take no blame to 
myself about it, because I was one of the 
few Members of this House who from the 
beginning did not like this project for 
the Royal yacht. We suggested that 
it should have been built like the new 
German yacht: that it ought to be ser- 
viceable not only as a toy and a pleasure 
yacht, but that it should be so con- 
structed as to be useful in time of war. 
If that had been done she might very 
safely have been entrusted to the Ad- 
miralty staff and the dockyard staff. 
Then the Admiralty would have had a 
ship which they knew all about. Other- 
wise, it would have been wiser to send her 
to a private yacht builder, whose par- 
ticular business it was to build yachts, 
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and not give this delicate piece of work- 
manship to a staff which had never built 
a yacht before. We have never pressed 
in this House for much information about 
it, and I am not sure that my hon. friend 
the Member for Gateshead has not given 
us more information than the Admiralty 
upon it. I think it is high time that the 
full dockyard history of this unhappy 
adventure should be laid before the 
House of Commons. We started out 
with the proposal to spend something 
like £300,000 on this yacht, and surely 
that was enough for what was going to 
be a private yacht, even for the Sovereign. 
This year the total Estimate for this yacht 
exceeds £500,000. Surely, in any other 
country, such an event as this would be 
regarded financially as disgraceful to the 
administrative capacity of the Department 
responsible for it. But we have at least 
still got the control of the purse, and we 
should demand to know how it is that 
the original amount of £300,000 for a 
mere pleasure yacht has mounted up in 
three disastrous years to something like 
£521,000. I trust that that information 
will not be refused us, and that we shall 
have a full history and all the reasons 
which have led to this unhappy result. 
We should also like to know whether she 
Ils going to have Belleville boilers or any 
other kind of water-tube boilers. 
In conclusion, I want to eall the serious 
attention of an indifferent House, and, 
so far as I can, of an indifferent country, 
to the enormous magnitude of the pro- 
posals contained in these Estimates. 
Some years ago Mr. Goschen apologised 
for the Estimates of the day,and admitted 
that they were colossal. Certainly they 
were colossal as compared with any 
previous year, but they were pygmies 
compared with the Estimates which we 
have before us to-night. Many people 
do not appear to have the faintest notion 
of the magnitude of this programme. | 
want to bring before the House the real 
magnitude of the programme we are 
asked to express general approval of. 
This year the total Navy Estimates 
amount to nearly £31,000,000 in round 
numbers. I add to that amount what 
will be required this year, and for 


many years to come, under the Naval 
Works Acts, the sum of £2,000,000, and 
putting these together I call the attention 
ot the House to this fact, that the Govern- 
J 
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‘ment this year is asking for £33,000,000 
sterling for naval purposes. I cannot 
separate the Army from the Navy so 
easily as the Secretary of State for War, 
and I must add to this gigantic total the 
huge figures we were discussing the other 
day. Roughly speaking, the normal 
Army Estimates are about £30,000,000, 
and | add to that the amount for military 
loans, which I take it this year will be 
about £1,000,000. That gives us a total 
for the Army of £31,000,000. This shows 
that the military expenditure of this 
country in time of peace amounts to 
£64,000,000 sterling for this one year. 
Surely, these figures are awful amounts 
to arrest the attention of the House and 
the country, more especially when I re- 
mind the House that these proposals 
have been laid upon the Table almost 
without a word of defence or explanation. 
I know there have been explanations of 
minor points, but on the whole they have 
been dumped down upon the Table, and 
not one word of the First Lord’s Memor- 
randum would lead you to suppose that 
they were in any way extraordinary. 
Let the House remember that this 
£64,000,000 is our war expenditure in 
time of peace. and takes no account 
whatever of the Supplementary Esti- 
mates or the cost of the war in South 
Africa. This is simply our own British 
expenditure to which | am referring. I 
thought when I was responsible for the 
biggest Estimate that had been intro- 
duced up to that time that the more we 
spent on our Navy the less we should have 
to spend on the Army—I should like to 
arrive at the figure which we can afford 
to spend on both these Services, and after 
spending all that is wanted for the Navy 
leave the rest for the Army. But the 
reverse has been the case. The more the 
expenditure on the Navy has gone up the 
greater has been the demand for expendi- 
ture on the Army. The increase of 
these Estimates began in the year 1893, 
and up to that point the Naval Estimates 
of Great Britain had reached a normal 
standard of about £14,000,000 per year. 
Later our attention was called to the fact 
that the next two great naval Powers of 
France and Russia between them were 
spending more upon their navies than 
we were. France and Russia in 1893 
spent jointly on their Navies £16,000,000 
as against our £14,240,000. That was 
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a balance which we determined to redress, 
and that was why our Naval Estimates 
were increased. 

In the year 1900, the last of which I 
have a record, the estimates of France 
mounted up from £10,000,000 in 1893 
to £12,000,000, and those of Russia rose 
proportionately from  £5,000,000 — to 
£9,000.000. In other words, while we 
were spending £14,000,000 in 1893, 
against £16,000,000 spent by France and 
Russia, in 1900 the joint expenditure 
of France and Russia amounted to 
£21,000,000, to which our answer was an 
expenditure of £33,000,000. Therefore, 
instead of being £2.000,000 behind, as in 
1893, we are now £12,000,000 ahead of 
them. ‘These enormous Estimates, which 
arose out of an attempt to keep us upon 
an equality with France and Russia, 
have resulted in proposals which have 
put us £12,000,000 ahead, and that has 
been done without any explanation on 
the part of the Admiralty. I am aware 
that France is no longer in this respect 
the second nation, but the second nation 
is now the still greater friend of our 
own. The expenditure upon the United 
States Navy has leaped up from 
£3,000,000 to £15,000,000, but [ do not 
need to discuss a tact like that. I have 
supported big Navy Estimates before, but 
these increases are so vast and, to the best 
of my belief, bound so far bevond the 
standard aimed at in previous vears. that 
they ought not to be submitted to this 
House except upon a full declaration of 
what the object is, and why it is necessary 
to put such enormous demands before the 
country. Unless there has been a very 
great change lately I believe if you take 
the Estimates of last year of the tour 
largest European navies you will find 
that the total is equalled by the Naval 
Estimates of Great Britain. That is a 
matter which demands some explanation. 
The men asked for in 1893 included a 
large addition which had become neces- 
sary on account of the additional ships 
built under the previous Naval Defence 
Act ; and so the figure I am going to 
quote is not the normal figure, but part 
of the new increase. Well, in 1893 the 
number of men asked for was 76,700. 
This year the Government is asking for 
an active list of 118,635 men. That is an 
enormous increase. Here again I do not 
say that it wants justification, for I 

Mr. Edmund Robertson. : 


{COMMONS} 
‘think it is justified. 








Navy Estimates. 780 


I am giving these 
figures as a measure of the enormous 
increase which the British Navy has 
undergone. I maintain that this in- 
crease of the personnel is absolutely 
necessitated by the increase of the fleet ; 
but it is a significant thing that in these 
seven years, having already begun to 
increase, we added 42,000 men to the 
active list of the Navy. About five or 
six years ago I obtained from the Admi- 
ralty a most interesting Return, which 
you will not get from Brassey's Naval 
Annual, but which throws useful light 
on this question. That was a Return of 
the men on the active list of all the Navies 
ot Europe. I remember being astounded 
that, even then, our active list, with a 
much stronger fleet, was more than 
equal to those of all the other European 
nations combined. I hope the Admiralty 
will not neglect any opportunity they 
have of finding out the active list of other 
navies, so that we may compare the 
active personnel as well as expenditure 
and other points. 

The biggest Vote on the Navy Esti- 
mates is always the Shipbuilding Vote. 
It has reached portentous dimensions— 
£14,676,000. This is a net increase 
over last) year of £9,274,500. Of this 
enormous total we are told in the 
First Lord's memorandum that provision 
for new construction alone amounts to 
£9 000,000. I believe Lam right in say- 
ing that this is the largest total for new 
construction ever proposed either in this 
House or in the country. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Do 


say it is too much ? 


you 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : | am 


not saying it is too much. That is 
another question altogether. But it 1s 


so great that I cannot accept the hon. 
Member’s word for it that it is not 
more than enough, following, as it does, 
on the enormous increase of last year. 
We are entitled to have an explanation of 
its necessity ; nay, more, I venture to 
say, a defence of the magnitude of these 
figures. The hon. Member asked me if 
it is enough or not ; and again I refer to 
the measure of the two Powers. I never 
committed myself to any limitation of 
this measure. It was a practical rule of 
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thumb measure which was adopted by 
successive Admiralties and by the House 
of Commons. I never said I was dis- 
satisfied with that measure, or that, in a 
given case, I should not ask for some- 
thing larger ; but I ask the hon. Member 
to listen to this: This £9,000,000, 
which we are asked for for new con- 
struction, is to be set against the provision 
made last year in France and Russia, the 
two Powers in question. The new con- 
struction provided for in France in 1900, 
but which is not likely to be fulfilled, 
for | am quite sure they do not build 
up to their programme as we do, was 
£4,200,000 ; and in Russia £2,400,000 ; 
or a total of £6,600,000. I dwell upon 
this Vote of the Estimates, as I have 
ventured to do on similar occasions 
before, because I regard it as the master- 
Vote of all these Navy Estimates ; it is 
the Vote upon which everything else 
depends. The more you swell this. Vote 
the more you swell all the other Esti- 
mates. The thing for this 
country is that our liability is not to be 
measured by the £31,000,000 in this 
year's Estimates. IL have examined the 
proportion between the Shipbuilding 
Vote and the total Navy Estimates for 
many vears, and | find that, as regu- 
larly as possible, in normal times the 
proportion is as one to three. Suppose 
you do not increase the Shipbuilding 
Vote at all, what will be the conse- 
quence ? You will have the Navy Esti- 
mates very soon up to £42,000,000 a 
year, instead of £32,000,000. When the 
hon. Member challenges me to say 
whether these Estimates are too much, 
my answer is that they are so vast that 
they ought not to be submitted to the 
House or accepted by the House until a 
full explanation of all the reasons making 


serious 


them necessary has been given. I say 
that no such information has been 


vouchsafed in the Estimates themselves, 
in the statement of the First Lord, or in 
the speech of the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Admiralty. We have 
not yet had what we are entitled to 
have ; the House has no right to sane- 
tion such expenditure as this without 
further information. The other day 
the Army programme was hung up as a 
consequence of an arrangement made 
by both sides of the House. I cannot 
believe that, in the limited time at our 
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disposal, we can make a complete investi 
gation otf the proposals of the Admiralty 3 
and some similar device will have to be 
resorted to in regard to the Navy Votes. 
I put thisquestion to the hon. Gentleman 
and to others who may sympathise with 
him. Is there to be no limit to these 
Estimates of our naval expenditure ? 
Are you to go on increasing your Navy 
and your Army expenditure—because 
I refuse to separate them! Is there to 
be no limit to this vast military expendi- 
ture in time of peace, because the present 
war has nothing to do with it? No 
doubt the tax-paying powers of the 
country will some day set a limit; but, 
even apart from that—and here I appeal 
to the hon. and gallant Member for 
Great Yarmouth—even if our resources 
were illimitable, as they are obviously 
coming to a limit, at least all the authori- 
ties tell us so—I deny that it is the right 
or the duty of this country to go on, 
unaided, bearing this tremendous Im- 
perial burden of naval expenditure. 
Why, in the First Lord’s statement there 
is a paragraph about the gunboat 
* Protector,” which the South Austra- 
lian colony placed at the disposal of His 
Majesty’s Government for service in 
China. That has been made an enormous 
deal of, just as all the other assistance 
given us by the colonies and individuals 
has been. But this Government seems 
to blind itself to the fact, and the country 
also knows it not, that this noble Navy of 
ours, which I want to see always the 
strongest on earth, and always in the 
hands of a Government which will use 
it for justice—that this noble Navy is as 
much the servant of our self-governing 
colonies—I say nothing of the others—as 
it is of the people of England, Scotland, 
or Ireland. The people of Ireland com- 
plain, to my mind not quite justly, of 
being overtaxed. Their complaint. se 
far as it is well founded, may be made 
also by all the poorer districts in this 
country, including the poorer parts of 
London. But Ireland has a much 
better ground of complaint than this. 
Ireland is notoriously poorer than the 
rest of the Empire—poorer that Canada 
or Australia, man for man. But Ireland, 
out of its poverty, is compelled to pay for 
the naval defence of these great and 
prosperous colonies of Canada and 
Australia. And what is an Irish griev- 
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ance is also a grievance to Scotland. 
The poorest mill girl who drinks tea in 
my constituency has to pay for the free 
naval defence of the millionaire squatters 
of Australia and the millionaire timber- 
men of Canada. {[Hon. Mempers: Oh, 
oh.| Yes; the Secretary for the Admi- 
ralty has admitted it, and it cannot be 
denied. The hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man—the highest authority in this 
House, and there are not many equal to 
him out of it—has shown us the true 
meaning of naval defence, and I could 
quote words of his own in support of the 
proposition [ have made. When the 
hon. Member challenges me to say 
whether these Estimates are too high, I 
challenge him to say whether we are 
going on for ever adding to the expendi- 
ture for the Navy without making the 
faintest suggestion that these great self- 
governing colonies might contribute 
from their wealth to the Navy, which 
now is supported by the farthings of the 
poor as much as_ by the pounds of the 
rich in the United Kingdom. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB: The question 
raised in the latter part of the hon. 
Gentleman's speech is one that requires 
the fullest 
and discussion. | may frankly say 
that I feel very strongly, and have done 
so for more years than I care to 
reckon, that in looking to the future 
and to the responsibilities cast upon 
us, we have approached a_ time 
when we must ask this question—* Can 
we go on indefinitely paying for the 
defence of an Empire which covers 
all parts of the world out of the resources 
of an island in but a corner of it ?”’ 
1 am a true Imperialist--I have always 
been that; but I hate the Imperialism 
which perorates about the Empire and 
refuses to face the real question of making 
the arrangements for its common security 
a matter of practical and united action 
of alj its parts. I am strongly tempted 
to say more on this point, but I will not. 
Nor will I dwell on the way in which 
we work Imperial defence so far as 
the United Kingdom is concerned, on 
a system of water-tight departments. 
It is not only a wasteful but a pernicious 
system. We have Army Estimates 
brought forward one night, and we are 
Mr. Edmund Lobertson. 


measure otf consideration 


{COMMONS} 
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told to exclude all considerations of the 
Navy on these War Estimates. Then 
we have on another night a Vote of 
£31,000,000 presented to be spent on the 
Navy, but you must not take that in 
relation to the expenditure on the Army. 
All this will not be remedied until we 
have a Minister responsible for the 
general principles of defence of the 
Empire, saying what is necessary to be 
spent by the Army andthe Navy. 

Leaving that question aside, a strong 
sense of duty and of responsibility to 
all ranks of the naval service compels 
me to ask the indulgence of the House 
while I endeavour, as briefly as I can, 
to refer to a question of paramount im- 
portance, and which is rending opinion in 
the Navy in twain—I allude to the train- 
ing of the personnel of the Fleet. Within 
a period of time as short as half the 
lifetime of a man an absolutely complete 
transformation has taken place in our 
ships, and in everything that affects the 
personnel. Owing to the advance in 
mechanical science, and the application 
of electricity and steam to ships and to 
everything appertaining to them—the 
science of engineering’ being cosmo- 
politan—all nations have been brought 
to the same level. Therefore, we ought 
to assume that, all these things being 
equal on the surface of the sea, and 
producing the same effect, success or 
failure, when the conflict comes, will 
depend upon the adaption by a_ perfect 
training of character, and in profes- 
sional knowledge—the perfect training, 
in fact, of what my right hon. friend 
the Member for Forest of Dean has 
called ** the human element.” 

I do entreat the indulgence of the 
House if I endeavour to bring before 
hon. Members the condition to which 
the personnel of the Navy has come 
in the opinion of its own officers, under 
the conditions forced upon it by the 
transformation to which | have referred. 
We must remember that the senior 
naval officers of to-day imbibed their 
ideas of training and methods of fighting 
from conditions that no longer exist, 
but have entirely passed away. That 
is to a large extent the reason for the 
extraordinary differences of opinion 
which exist in all sections of the Navy 
at the present time in regard to this im- 
portant question. I wish to explain 
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that [ am not approaching this question 
as a captious critic. One of the reasons 
why this question of training has been 
neglected, is that we have had to alter 
our naval machinery and keep it running 
at the same time. I do not wish to hold 
this Admiralty or this Government, or any 
other during the last thirty-five years, 
responsible for the fact that our naval 
training is at present exceedingly con- 
fused. And for this reason, that both 
the political officers and the naval lords 
at the Admiralty are so pressed with 
the routine work in keeping the machine 
going that they have not time to think 
out the great problems, or to do more 
than keep abreast with current business. 
Admiral Sir John Hopkins, a very dis- 
tinguished officer, a late Controller of 
the Navy, and Lord of the Adiniralty, 
has declared within the last two or three 
months that— 

“Those who administer the Service have 
quite enough to do without initiating 
reforms. Nor can their enereies be better 
ocenpied than in dealing with the multifarious 
daily duties devolving on them, which, I can 
assure you, I have found, from some personal 
experience at the Admiralty, leave little or no 
time for initiating reforms or improvements in 
the many subjects dealt with.’ 

Every naval officer who has had the 
pleasure of a personal acquaintance 
with Admiralty administrators knows 
that twenty vears ago these were over- 
worked in keeping up the current busi- 
and | wish to draw attention to 
the fact that they are overworked now, 
and have not time to give adequate con- 
sideration to the problems facing us. 
Fifteen years ago the Admiralty Board 
consisted of eight—political officers and 
naval Lords. Since that time the per- 
sonnel of the Navy has doubled, the annual 
expenditure on the Shipbuilding Vote 
has tripled, you have added vast respon- 
sibilities in connection with naval works 
and the arrangements for carrying them 
out, and what have you added in the way 
of help for the transaction of all that 
accumulated business ! What have you 
done? You have simply added one 
private secretary to the staff of the First 
Lord of the Admiralty. What has hap- 


ness ; 


pened under these circumstances is that 
your present system of training the 
Navy ean be only described as a pateh- 
work plan rather than any system at all. 
That is the result. 
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I daresay that hon. Members are 
fully aware that in the Press this question 
of the training of the Navy has been much 
argued, but it has been entirely confined 
to one branch, and that is the executive 
branch, which represents only one-fourth 
of the whole force. There are four 
branches—the executive branch, the 
marine branch, the engineer branch, 
and the civil branch. The civil branch 
embraces three sub-divisions—the medi- 
eal, the chaplains, and the accountants 
and stores. The conditions of naval con- 
struction and the changes which science 
has rendered necessary do not affect the 
medical or the chaplains’ sub-divisions, 
or the method of keeping accounts and 
stores. ‘Therefore | will eliminate the 
civil branch and consider the three 
remaining branches. The great change 
of conditions from the old state of things 
to new machinery has had the effect of 
approximating the duties of the seamen 
to that of the marines. These changes 
have accentuated and extended the pos- 
sible scope of marines’ work and their 
responsibilities in a ship of war. The 
education and training of the Marine 
Artillery and Infantry officers is costly 
and elaborate, but specially designed to 
unfit them to keep watch or do general 
ships’ duties. That was foretold forty 
years ago to a Commission, not by a 
naval expert, but by Mr. Lindley, who said 
that the Admiralty were shutting their 
eves to the consequences to the person nel 
of steam machinery. That advice was not 
attended to, and we have gone on up to 
the present time without fully recognising 
that fact. But the supreme question at 
the bottom of all this naval training is 
the relation of the executive and engineer 
branches to the working of the ship and 
to each other. That is a question of 
supreme moment. The old duties of the 
executive were really to operate through 
and by manual labour, organised with 
the highest skill, in order to drive the 
ship through the water, and to use 
effectively all the weapons and appliances 
of the ship. Now the executive officers 
simply turn a handle or call down a voice 
tube to the engineer, whose machinery 
does the work. The real duty now of the 
executive branch is simply to direct and 
apply with courage, with promptness, 
and complete skill the sum of all that 
is provided by steam, electricity, and the 
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machinery of the engineer's staff. When|{I want to know if we are going to he 


you come to consider the tremendous 
increase in the cost of a ship and the very 
much greater factor each ship is than it 
was before in a nation’s Navy, the ques- 
tion of the education and training of the 
men who are to manage that ship is a 
much more serious one than it ever was 
before ; and this greatly intensifies the 
importance and the gravity of the 
selection and training of the executive 
ofticers who have to wield this enor- 
mous power. The captain who wields 
that enormous power provided — by 
the engineers and the machinery must 
he fit to be a captain while he is full 
of vigour both in mind and body; the 
probability is that if you cannot produce 
that man before he is thirty competent 
to do the work you will never produce 
him at all. When you remember the 
limits of age, the short period you have 
in which to select the raw material in 
the shape of the boy, and train him up 
to the finished article, with all the experi- 
ence and aptitude and knowledge that 
is necessary for a captain, you can see 
at once how enormously important is 
the question of the sort of training you 
should give to the executive officer who 
is to handle your ship in the day of battle. 
The important thing to bear in mind 
in regard to the difference between the 
education problem of the executive officers 
and of the engineers is that in the case 
of the executive branch it is a question 
of the readjustment of the training 
suited to old conditions to the new con- 
ditions. The problem of the training of 
the engineer is different, and it is now 
really a question of how to develop and 
improve the character of the training to 
conditions which have not changed, but 
are constantly advancing. 

The question of executive training has 
been brought to an issue by the putting 
out of commission, owing to the exigencies 
of the South African War, of what was 
called the Training Squadron in October, 
1899. That was a squadron of ships 
fully rigged, with auxiliary steam power, 
and it was kept in commission up to 
October, 1899, as a necessary education 
for producing in your executive officers 
qualities which were considered essential 
to command a ship. That was the 
object of this Training Squadron which 
has now been put out of commission, 


Sir John Colomb. 


‘left without that Training Squadron? 
| What is the policy of the Admiralty on 
this question? Is this valuable process 
of developing the faculties of the exeeu- 
tive officer to go by the board or is it to be 
resuscitated ? I should like to show 
what importance has been attached by 
many officers to this question, and I will 
give some very brief extracts upon this 
subject. Lord Charles Beresford writes— 

“Training under masts and yards is valuable 
for the qualities produced. It makes men 
thinking beings instead of well-drilled ma- 
chines.” 


Commander Nicholson says— 


“T entirely disagree mast and yards are 
gone. I think we cannot do without them.” 
Commander Napier, a brilliant officer 
who has been selected to command a 
torpedo destroyer flotilla, gives it as his 
opinion that— 

**Seamen who have undergone mast and sail 
training are undoubtedly superior men to 
those who have not. Maximum of efficiency 


should be aimed at. British seamen should 
be finest form of seamen afloat. 


Then we have Admiral Sir Frederick 
tichards, who retired a short time ago, 
say. ng— 

‘**T hope soon to see the companies returning 
to their proper ships (old Training Squadron). 
You have got an established system. You 
impart by sea-going training ship qualities of 
nerve, steadiness of head, and quickness of 
eye which you can impart in no other way.” 


On the other hand, you have Admiral 
Sir John Hopkins saying that such 
training is “not one whit necessary. 
Then you have Admiral Sir Anthony 
Hoskins, a most able officer, late Lord of 
the Admiralty, who says— 

‘1 do not see how naval officer is going to 
exist without it.” 
Admiral Sir Michael Culme-Seymour 
gives his opinion as follows— 

“Surely the natural way to train men is to 
train them in the ship in which they are going 


to serve. All my commands have been in 
masted ships, but conviction forced upon me 


' that masts and sails are gone for ever.” 


Admiral Sir Gerard Noel, a dis- 


tinguished officer, writes— 


very 


“ Discipline of masts and sails must not be 
relinquished until equally effective substitute 
is found.” 
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On the other hand, Captain Hender- 
son says— 

“Firm conviction all mast and sail |Itraining 
must be abolished. Only modern — 
should be taught—helm, compass, and lead, 
boat, anchor and cable work, splicing and 
seizing of hemp and wire, fitting, rigging, and 
of sheers, derricks, coaling appliances, ete.” 


Admiral Noel writes— 


“In sailing ships younger officers are in 
really responsible positions.” 


Admiral Sir Vesey Fitzgerald says that 
it is not even desirable to have seamen 
as of old. Sir Anthony Hoskins says— 

“The whole thing (question training squad- 
yon) ought to be worked out in the most care- 


ful way by the strongest Committee that the 
Admiralty can institute.” 


I think that gives sufficient evidence to 
the House from the highest authorities 
you can get in the Navy as_ to 


masts and yards training. The con- 
flict rages, but the Admiralty do not 


tell us or the service whether they mean 
to resuscitate the training squadron or 
not. I think we are entitled, in view of 
the opinions I have read, to demand a 
specific answer to this question—is the 
policy of the Admiralty that the training 
squadron shall be revived, or is it not ! 
lf the Admiralty are unable to make up 
their mind it would be better to have 
a Commission upon it to hear both 
sides. What IJ say is that the 
abolition of that squadron has suddenly 
brought the Admiralty and the service 
to the parting of the ways. If this 
training is necessary to cultivate the 
qualities in the men who are to command 
your ships, then you have no business 
to withhold it. It was in the year 1870 
you had your first Committee on the 
higher education of naval officers, and it 
resulted in the great extension of the 
academic and theoretical side of educa- 


tion. It is a strange thing that you 
never touched the education of the 
higher ofticers. The great problems 


of strategy and tactics have never been 
touched upon at all until this year. 
The German and other foreign navies 
take care to educate their senior officers 
in the study of naval history and naval 
strategy, and all their studies are based 
upon British naval history and strategy. 
[can hardly congratulate the Admiralty 
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upon the extent of the step they have 
at last taken by providing £200 a year 
for this purpose. There was another 
Committee appointed in 1875 and 
again in 1886, and only last week 

Report was issued on the training of 


young naval officers. Then follows a 
new order from the Admiralty which 


has been long wished for, 
for, to secure more sea experience for 
the young officers. I find that amongst 
the important changes which have been 
made the Admiralty have taken out 
from the seamanship examination for 
young officers all reference to masts and 
yards and rigged ships. I presume 
from that that the policy of the Admi- 
ralty is to abolish the training squadron. 
I also notice that, before an ofticer will 
be allowed to act as a lieutenant, he 
must serve six months as a sub-lieutenant 
at sea, and receive a certificate from 
the captain that he is as fit to take charge 
of a watch at sea asa lieutenant, and to 
perform the duties of that ae The 
gist of the complaints of the Navy is 
that the training is too academie and 
theoretical, and not sufficiently practical. 
[ will just give two or three opinions 
upon this point. Admiral Sir Cyprian 
Bridge, who is now going to take com- 
mand in Chinese waters, is strongly 
against the present system, and he 
protests against the young men being 
kept on shore so much learning mathe- 
matics. He says— 


and agitated 


“Problems of navigation require very 
moderate amount of mathematical knowledge. 
Rely on tables. I have never meta naval 
otticer whose mental faculties were strength- 
ened by course of mathematical study. 
Necessary to put a stop to ms uking proficiency 
in the ‘courses’ a passport to promotion.” 
Lieutenant Carlyon Bellairs, who acted 
as a correspondent for one of the 
papers during the Naval Manoeuvres, 
and no mean authority, writes 





“It is judgment and eyesight wanted, not 
nursing and academic education. I[n_ last 
manceuvres we never sighted a torpedo boat, 
yet in ten days the ‘B. fleet sunk one of its 
own destroyers, the‘ Minerva’ fought an action 
with three phantom torpedo boats, and we 
were reported by our own signal stations as 
enemy’s cruisers, torpedo boats, and so on.” 


Admiral Sir 
that— 


“our naval officers are somewhat deticient in 
technical scientific knowledge” ; 


Edmund Freemantle says 
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and Admiral Sir Vesey Hamilton says— 


“* Admiral called on to support diplomatist 
more likely to do so etfectually from knowledge 


of history ‘and foreign languages than mathe- 


matics.” 
Admiral Fitzgerald says— 


“ Midshipmen instead of spending best hours 
of day in school room should be on deck and 
boats learning to command men, ete.’ 


That shows the question on the academic 
side. The fact is that there is too much 
shore work, and not enough sea work, 
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| Admiral Fitzgerald says— 
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“Battling with the elements is done by 
engineers and stokers.” ; 
Captain Henderson declares— 


“ Bluejacket should be trained to be rough 
mechanic. 
Admiral Hoskins says— 


You cannot teach all men to be excellent 
shots, and you cannot get ammunition to do 
it. The man behind the gun is employed 


| principally in working winches and levers. 


in the education of our naval officers. | 


Admiral Hopkins declares— 
«“*To make seamen is to make the seaman’s 


home the ocean. He ought to be moving 
about it.” 


Admiral Bridge’s opinion is that 
imitations of weapons and equipment is 
not training men in ships they will have 
to fight.’ Admiral Sir N. Bowden 
Smith thinks *‘ men-of-war’s men are, as 
a rule, the worst boat sailors in the 
world.”” Lieutenant Bosanquet, a pro- 


mising young officer of great scientific | ; 
: | they 


ability, says, in referring to the deterio- 
ration of the young officer of the present 
day— 

“ He is dry nursed for five years and receives 
complex education in gunnery and seamanship, 
but does not bave schooling in sailing ships. 
Only question of time for “deterioration now 
apparent in oflicer to be apparent in man.’ 


Admiral Vesey Hamilton's opinion is— 


‘Tsay the system of harbour time is cer- 
tainly a scandal and disgrace.” 


I will sum up with two or three words. 
The controversy in the service over its 
own training is the result of the con- 
servative instinct of one service clinging 
to what is old, and being very suspicious 
of what is new. The controversy may 
be put in a nutshell in three questions. 
(1) What isaseaman now? (2) What is 
the work he has to do? (3) And how 
is he to be trained to do it? The tra- 
ditional seaman we all know. We know 
what he had to do, and how sple ndidly 
he did it. But the training which is 
declared to be necessary by distinguished 
naval officers is wholly different from 
that now in vogue. Admiral Fremantle 
says— 

seamen must more and 


ss Modern more 


merge in mechanies. This means entire change 
in training system. 


Sir John Colomb. 


These opinions seem really to mean that 


the executive branch must gravitate 
|towards the engineering branch. _ It 


** shore | 


may be true as regards the men, but it 
cannot possibly be true with regard to 
the executive officers. The training in 
the engine-room will be no training to 


| produce those necessary characteristics in 


the men who are requiredto command our 
ships. Keen eyesight in light anddarkness, 
promptness of decision in the presence 
of the unexpected—these are the qualities 
essential to the captain of a warship, and 
must be cultivated by constant 


| practice and observation on the bridge, 


and not in the engine-rocin. In regard 


|to the training of these officers, I trust I 


existence of our Empire. 


Ing, 


have said enough to show that it. re- 
quires more attention than it seems to 
receive at the hands of the Admiralty. 
Admiral Henderson was more than 
justified when he said— 


“T think our training system throughout 
wants revision. 
Admiral Bowden Smith surely takes 


the true view when he declares-— 


“T do not see how you can consider the 
training of seamen apart from the rest of 
the ship’ $s company. 


vase the perfect adaptation of 
tothe present con- 

vital to the 
This is a ques- 
tion of the system of selection and train- 
and it concerns the whole Navy, 


In any 
the * human element ”’ 
ditions of sea warfare is 


,and not merely one particular branch 


| of it. 


If it is true that the Lords of the 


Admiralty have no time to look into so 


| this, and if the adaptation of the “ 


momentous and grave a question as- 
human 
element’ to modern conditions is a ques- 
tion which the Admiralty cannot find 
time to settle, ther I think it ought to 
be referred to a Royal Commission. 
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*\Ir. WILLIAM ALLAN : [rise for the 


purpese of saying a few words upon the 
Boiler Committee's Report. I felt sorry 
that such a Committee should have been 
appointed. and that such a Report should 
he issued upon the British Navy. Never- 
theless, the Keport is there, and it con- 
tains a most damning story of the con- 
dition of the British Navy at this moment. 
Why was that Committee necessary 
When the Admiralty entered into the 
idea of substituting water-tube boilers 
in their magnificent ships I said, and I 
say now, that they were ruining their 
ships, and the Report, I am sorry to say, 
has verified the view. Why did they 
do that? Why did they enter into this 
arena of exploded engineering ! Water- 
tube boilers are no new thing. They 
were a primitive mode of raising steam 
in bygone years. Does any engineer 
in this House or in Great Britain think 
that if the old fathers of engineering— 
the Napiers, the Scotts, the Dennys, 
the Elders. and all our great engineering 
galaxy—had any advantages in 
water-tube boilers they would not have 
adopted them! They certainly would. 
The water-tube boiler is a primitive 
article indeed. If the Admiralty officials 

-] am not imputing any blame, I shall 
leave the responsibility to be brought 
home to them by the House at some time 
to eome—had exercised a little wisdom 
and caution, and had inquired into what 
the water-tube boiler had been for marine 
purposes, they would have had a story 
something like what | shall tell you in a 
few brief words. 

I shall mention to the House just a few 
of the attempts to introduce water-tube 
boilers into the mercantile marine, and | 
think it is well that the House should 
know that when this new-fangled notion 
—[ call it nothing else, for it is not pure 
engineering—-was adopted by the Ad- 
miralty it was not a thing of the present 
day. About forty or fifty vears ago Mr. 
Rowan, a great engineer of Glasgow. had 
the idea that water-tube boilers were the 
boilers. He fitted them into a vessel 
called the ** Propontis,”” and what was the 
result ? The boilers exploded and killed 
many men, and many were scalded. 
(Laughter.] This is not a laughing ques- 
tion at all. This is a national matter. 
This is not a party matter. This is a 
matter that should go to the heart of the 
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British nation, which has to pay millions 
of money for ships and boilers which you 
cannot depend upon. What is the use of 
your ships? Do not jet me see any hon. 
Member laughing. This is a 
matter. [come now to the vessels I saw 
myself. [come tothe Mark Anthony ” 
and the “ Fairy Dell “vessels which 
were built thirty-two years ago. They 
were fitted with what was considered the 
hest water-tube boiler of the day, known 
as Howard's boiler. There they are again 
—men scalded, and boiled and injured ! 
The owner of the * Mark Anthony ” was 
brought to grief and ruined. I shall give 
another illustration from the history ot 
water-tube boilers. | come now to the 
late Guion Company ef Liverpool. Their 
superintending engineer had the idea 
that water-tube boilers should be intro- 
duced, and they were fittedin the * Mon- 
tana ’ and the * Dakota.” They were 
large American passenger-carrving boats. 
What happened?) They were both abso- 
lute failures. The boilers were taken out 
of the vessels with disastrous results to 
the Guion Company, financially and 
otherwise. I shall come still further 
down, and take the * Norman Isles.” a 
boat which was built at Sunderland not 
longago. I believe the builder of the boat 
is an hon. Member of this House. She 
was 6,000 or 7,000 tons. She was fitted 
with Babcock and Wilcox boilers. What 
happened ! She did not complete her 
first vovage. She had to come home to 
England. I tendered for the new boilers 
of the type so much condemned by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. The Babcock and 
Wilcox boilers were taken out, and 
cylindrical boilers were fitted in, with 
the result of greater economy, satety, 
and efficiency being obtained. 
now to the Belleville type. It is a very 
old-fashioned type of French boiler. There 
is not much difference in the whole lot of 
them. That boiler was much lauded in 
this House in former vears by Secretaries 
and First Lords of the Admiralty. That 
boiler was fitted into a vessel called the 
“Ohio.” That vessel left Hull for 
America. What happened? Several 
tubes burst and some men were scalded. 
The boilers were taken out of her and 
others put in, and she has been doing her 
work splendidly since. 

I shall now come down to what occurred 
a few weeks ago. What do we find now ! | 
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blush—--I think shame——to read the list of 
the Admiralty vessels that are now lying 
in our dockyards crippled and useless, and 
although the hon. Member who repre- 
sents the Admiralty says the word scrap- 
iron should not be used, I would ask, 
What do you call the stuff from the 
‘Hermes’? Is not that serap-iron ! 
What about the * Europa” ? What about 
all your expense and your vessels lying 
crippled ? If you do not understand 
what scrap-iron is. it is time you went into 
a shipyard to see what it means. Why 
has this great calamity betallen the 
British Navy ? [call it nothing else than 
a great calamity. I, as an old engineer, 
van fully realise the great calamity that 
has overtaken our fleet by the generators 
that are therein. L will show you in a 
minute exactly why it has arisen. I have 
here the Boiler Committee's Report. The 
Committee sat in 1892. and the Report 
was issued in 1893. | want to bring this 
home to the country from one end to 
the other, and | want to know the reason 
why this has taken place. I want the 
House to note clearly that the Report was 
issued in 1893, and then you can appor- 
tion the responsibility on whom you may. 
The Committee recommend the fitting of 
tubulous boilers in vessels for experi- 
mental purposes. Then mark this, for it 
is the crux of the whole question 


Su; yply 


“Tt is considered that only those tubulous 
boilers that are fitted with straight tubes, 
arranged so as to be readily cleaned and 
examined, should be considered as suitable 
for trial with the view, if found satisfactory, 
to their being fitted in the larger class of 
warships.” 


That is the recommendation of the 1893 
Committee. ‘So as to be readily cleaned 
and examined!” Where is the water- 
tube boiler which you can clean and 
examine readily ! [know of none. You 
cant doit. You can't do it in the Belle- 
ville or the Babcock and Wilcox boiler. 
I dety any engineer to say how he ean 
examine it. This Committee guarded 
itself in a very scientific way. My point 
is this—Why was that Committee’s Re- 
port ignored? | that at that 
time the orders were actually given out 
for Belleville boilers for the ‘ Powerful ”’ 
and the * Terrible.” After the boilers 
were put into these cruisers they found 
what they were worth in the results of 
both ships. The Committee recommended 


Mr. Willian Allan. 


believe 
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strongly what was to be done, but what 
do we find? We find that, instead of 
proceeding cautiously, there is a con- 
tinuous ordering of French boilers. We 
find not only that, but also that orders 
came from Admiralty officials that firms 
tendering for cruisers and battleships and 
engines had as a sine qud non to fit up 
machinery to make these water-tube 
boilers. I never heard the like of it in 
all my engineering experience, extending 
over half a century. ‘The firms were put 


to an expense of £10,000 or £12,000 to. 


provide machinery for the making of these 
boilers which this Report condemns. 

My sole interest in this matter is what 
I call the national interest. I have always 
looked upon this question, as both sides 
of the House will bear me out, as free 
entirely from party polities, and as it 
affects the safety of our Empire, the 
strength of our first line of defence. But 
it may be asked, Why did the Admiralty 
adopt these boilers ?- Why did they plunge 
so eagerly in and fit sixty or seventy 
vessels with these boilers at a cost. of 
hundreds of thousands of pounds? They 
relied on M. Belleville, in Paris. I do not 
blame him. He is a smart business man, 
who came over to this country with his 
tempting wares, and for want of a little 
caution and inquiry to get to the bottom 
ot the whole thing on the part of the 
Admiralty, he has exploited John Bull 
to the tune of a quarter of a million 


for royalties, let alone the — cost 
of making the boilers, for they are 
far dearer than the old — ordinary 


boilers which have given such. satistae- 
tion in the mercantile marine all over 
the world. Ships with the ordinary 
boilers have run thousands of miles in 
storm and shine and have never come to 
grief. You cannot do that with you 
water-tube boilers. J challenged the 
Admiralty vears ago to run a cruiser 
over the Atlantic at full speed, and 
they would not do it. I shall tell you 
why. If they had attempted to fire the 
whole of the water-tube boilers at one 
time, and to take the maximum power 
out of the engines, the boilers would have 
come to grief before the ship had been 
ten hours at sea. Now, forsooth, we are 
brought face to face with this sorrowtul 


document. I don’t wish to be too tech- 
nical. I am speaking to gentlemen 


some of whom are engineers, but the 
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majority, I daresay, are not. Some time 
ago I wrote a little ‘paragraph to enlighten 
hon. Members that the cause of the 
failures of these boats I have enumerated 
in bygone years is exactly the same as 
now in connection with the warships. | 
stated in that paragraph that the prin- 
ciple of these boilers is opposed to perfect 
circulation, and that no fittings, auto- 
matic or otherwise, will conquer the 
natural law of danger inherent in their 
design. I sincerely hope that I have not 
been too technical. I say briefly that the 
water-tube boiler for marine purposes 
cannot work. You cannot get circula- 
tion to ensure safety. The Report of the 
1892 Committee says exactly the same 
thing. The Committee which recently 
inquired into the subject brought a great 
amount of engineering science and prac- 
tical knowledge to bear upon it, and here 
istheir first objection to these boilers— 

“The circulation of water is defective and 
uncertain, because of the resistance offered by 
the great length of tube between the feed 
and steam collectors, the friction of the junc- 
tion boxes, and the small holes in the nipples 
between the feed collector and the generatur 
tubes, which also are liable to be obstructed, 
and may thus become a source of danger.” 


That is the crux of the whole thing. 
The Committee also say :— 
“The water gauges not indicating with 


certainty the amount of water in the boiler. 
This has led to serious accidents.” 


And so they go on to condemn the 
boilers. I don’t want to labour the 
subject. I come now to this point : What 
isto be done to get these ships of ours into 
first-class steaming condition? It is a 
patent fact, known to all the world, that 
you cannot steam your ships full speed. 
You may creep along at 7, 8, 9, or 10 knots 
or you may even get up a spurt of 15 
knots, but what is the use of designing a 
boat for 22 knots if you cannot take 15 
out of her? That is playing with engi- 
neering. The Boiler Committee has 
wnequivoc ily condemned the boilers. I 
am not going into the question of whois to 
blame for it, but I am going into this 
question. It may be said, rightly up to a 
certain point, ‘Oh, we cannot take the 
boilers out of those ships theyare in. It 
would entail such a delay to our ships, 
and cost such a lot of money!”’ All these 
excuses will be brought forward, no 
doubt. I ask this question, Is the Board 
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of Admiralty justified in using boilers 
that have been condemned by their own 
Committee ? I am now coming to the 
practical point of view, and I am going to 
speak more directly to the hon. Gentle- 
man who represents the Admiralty. If 
I were in his position I would come down 
to this House, and I would stand up 
there likea man. I would take the House 
into my confidence, I would frankly 
admit that we had made a huge blunder, 
and I would tell the whole story from 
beginning to end. If you want to be 
successful when you are in difficulties, 
all you have to do is to grasp the nettle. 
I have had my difticulties and mishaps, 
but I did not run away from them. I did 
not shelter myself behind a piece of paper 
or anything of that sort. I have great 
faith in the hon. Member the present 
Secretary to the Admiralty. I believe 
he will do good work. I want him to 
grasp this water-tube boiler question in 
a practical way for the safety of the 
country. | want him to take ship after 
ship and have the boilers taken out. It 
would not take so much money as you 
imagine. I say take these boilers out of 
His Majesty’s Royal yacht first. For 
the sake of King and Queen that boat 
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must not go to sea with condemned 
boilers. L sincerely hope the Admiralty 


will rise to the occasion, and frankly 
admit that they have made a colossal 
mistake. Come down to the House and 
ask for the money to repair the blunder. 
Weare always generous tothe Navy. We 
vote you millions. Do you expect us to 
be satisfied with ships which cannot 


steam, and which have boilers that 
burst ! No, you want the best for your 
money, and you have not got it, | am 


sorry to say. I warn the House, and | 
warn the hon. Member the Secretary to 
the Admiralty that if you experiment 
more with these water-tube boilers you 
will come to grief again. You will burn 
twice the quantity of coal, and you will 
require 30 or 40 per cent. more firemen, 
as the Committee found when on board 
the Cunard s.s. ‘“‘Saxonia”™” the other 
day. That vessel's steaming was an 
object lesson to the Admiralty. 

In conelusion, I say to this House— 
for the sake of our Navy, for the sake of 
our first line of defence, for the sake of 
the protection of our great mercantile 
marine—we must have the best. ships 


2E2 
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that can be obtained. ships which can be 
depended upon to steam at their full 
speed, or to go slow as may be wished. 
But don't let the amour propre of any 
individual or body of individuals imperil 
the national safety. 


*Mr. FITZALAN HOPE (Sheftield, 
Brightside) : I hope I may be excused for 
touching on a matter which is not purely 
naval, but I feel that in doing so there 
are several difficulties in the way. The 
subject I allude to is the relationship 
between the Treasury and the Admiralty. 
1 would rather say the bearing upon the 
Admiralty of the present financial system 
of the country. The difficulties I feel 
are these. In the first place, I quite 
admit that the Admiralty is less subordi- 
nate to the financial system of the country 
than is the War Office. owing to the fact 
that the great constructing works are 
largely exempt from the ordinary financial 
svstem of the country. In the second 
place, when we have in power a Govern- 
ment like the present, that knows its duty 
and does it, the evils of a bad system are 
minimised; but surely what we should 
like is not so much a system that is bad 
bolstered up by the ability of individual 
Ministers as a system that can support 
whatever Minister may be in power. | 
should like to read a few words to the 
House, although they are familiar already 
to a large number of Members :— 

“ There is the Treasury, and I say that the 
exercise of its powers in governing every de- 
partment of State is not for the public benefit. 
The Treasury has obtained a position in regard 
to the rest of the Departments of the Govern- 
ment that the House of Commons obtained in 
the time of the Stuart Dynasty. It has the 
power of the purse, and by exercising the power 
of the purse it claims a voice in all decisions of 
administrative authority and policy. I think 
that much delay and many doubtful resolutions 
have been the result of the peculiar position 
which through many generations the Treasury 
has occupied.” 

I understand that by the rules and 
customs of the House I may not say who 
uttered these words, or in what place they 
were uttered, but they were uttered at a 
time of great national emergeney and 
peril as an excuse for and an explanation 


of the deplorable situation in which the. 


country found itself some fifteen months 
ago. 

I do not know that the public in this 
country at all realise what Treasury 


Mr, William Allan. 
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‘control means. I remember having read 
in a novel of a club started by certain 
young men with the express object. of 
combining parsimony and _ profligacy. 
That exactly represents the present 
financial system of this country. Take 
any Department you wish, and in one 
branch of it you will find everything at a 
standstill. The work necessary to be done 
has been too much for the original Esti- 
mate, and no Supplementary Estimate 
can be obtained. In another branch of 
that Department you will find officials 
tumbling over one another in order to get 
rid of their balance before the 31st March. 
What is the result?) The result is to 
deaden responsibility. and = crush out 
initiative even on the part of the very 
best officials. No man in charge of a 
branch of any Department in the State 
has any incentive to economy, because he 
knows if he saves. his work and the work 
of his Department will not benefit. and 
that the only result will be an infini- 
tesimal reduction of the National Debt. 
On the other hand, in some other branch 
you will find another official who knows 
from sad experience that he can get no 
more money and he makes no attempt. 
He spends what he can get. then throws 
up the sponge and makes no further 


effort. Individual cases may _ not 
be very serious. It does not matter 
very much, for example, whether 


the lavatory accommodation at some 
public oftice is not based on the most 
modern system, but when money is asked 
for an experiment which may decide the 
result of a very great war, and when it is 
denied, that is a matter to which the 
House and the country should not be 
indifferent. You cannot, of course, have 
Departments submitting uncontrolled or 
unchecked Estimates. If that were to be 
done a reaction would set in. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer should be 
able to check the total for each Depart- 
ment, and I would earnestly submit—and 
my opinion is shared by those who know 
much more about the subject—that the 
practical control of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should be confined to the 
totals only, and that, at any rate, the 
heads of the great spending Departments 
should have practically a free hand in 
spending the money given them by 
Parliament to the best of their judgment 
and according to the advice of their 
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experts. Of course, if anything of this 
kind were to be carried out it would be an 
enormous change, but in the meantime 
| venture to submit three suggestions. 
In the first place | would submit that a 
department should have the power of 
meeting a deficit in one branch out of a 
surplus in another. | know that in the 
Admiralty and the War Office this may 
be done, but only by the authority of the 
Treasury, and I venture to suggest that 
instead of the authority of the Treasury 
it should be done by the Order of the 
King in Council. Secondly, | would ven- 
ture to suggest that the First Lord of the 
Admiralty aswell as the Secretary of State 
tor War should have some power of meet- 
ing an expected expenditure during the 
recess on their own responsibility. Either 
you might vote a sum unappropriated 
which they might on their own respon- 
sibility appropriate during the recess, or 
you might under certain conditions give 
them the power to raise a certain sum 
under certain strict conditions. In the 
third place | would submit that the un- 
expended balances on all works of eon- 
struction should be carried over from 


one financial year to the next. 1 made 
this suggestion to a gentleman of great 


experience, and his answer was, ° Young 
man, you are laying hands on the Ark of 
the Covenant.” Well, Germany has got 
rid of the Ark of the Covenant altogether 
and is not a bit the worse. In Germany, 
in all non-recurrent expenditure as well 
asin many items for recurrent expendi- 
ture, the balances are carried over from 
one financial year to the next, and in 
that way those responsible for the man- 
agement of the department can watch 
the markets, and buy the right thing in 
the right way at the right time, and 
bring to the service of the State the ordi- 
nary business methods by which com- 
I know I shall 
be met with the argument of the consti- 
tutional control of Parliament, but what 
does that control now amount to! Of 
there is the Public Acts Com- 
mittee, but that represents consideration 
of money that has been expended, not 
control over money to be expended. If we 
take the theory and compare it with the 
practice, we will find that while the theory 
is complete in practice, the very last thing 
that is ordinarily discussed is finance. 
Attacks are made on the responsible 


mercial concerns prosper. 


course 
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heads of departments on the Estimates, 
but if any attempt were made to argue 
the Estimates on financial grounds it 
would be resented by a large number of 
hon. Members eager to disburthen 
themselves of all sorts of ideas which have 
nothing to do with finance. The Ger- 
man system preserves full and adequate 
control. The accounts show the amount 
of the Vote of the previous year, the 
amount brought forward, the amount 
required for the year out of the 
revenue of the year, and every infor- 
mation that may possibly be required, 
and if it is found that the 
tem is being abused, and that large 
balances are being improperly aceumu- 
lated, the remedy is simple, namely, to cut 
down the Vote for the next year. In 
offering thesé remarks to the House | 
must disclaim any idea of an attack on 
the permanent officials of the Treasury. 
We have every reason to be proud of them 
with all their long traditions, their un- 
sullied probity, and their whole-hearted 
deyotion to the State. It is the fault 
not of the men, but of the system, al- 
though in time of war men rise and 
overcome the system. It is not what is 
refused in time of war, but the parings 
and the clippings in times of peace that 
make the mischief. Many a hundred 
pounds denied in 1894 meant thousands 
spent in 1900. The officials live in an 
atmosphere of theirown. They never get 
directly into touch with the men and 
things about which they have to decide, 
andthe Treasury officials are two removes 
from the men and matters they have to 
decide. The system they have to ad- 
minister is permeated with the traditions 
of the Manchester period, and in the 
course of continual refusal they have be- 
come a kind of embodiment of the uni- 
versal negative. 


sys- 


I venture to submit these suggestions 
to the House as palliatives only. In my 
humble opinion we shall not have ade- 
quate security for the administration of 
the Navy until we trust the First Lord 
of the Admiralty to spend the money 
that Parliament gives him as his judg- 
ment and conscience think fit, in his own 
way and in his own time. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) : My hon. 
“gai the Member for Dundee stated 
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that the sum of money taken this year 
for new expenditure is larger than ever, 
but at all events it is some consolation 
to us to know that the greater portion 
of it is going to be spent on the com- 
pletion of work already in hand. As 
regards the remainder of the sum which 
represents what is called the new pro- 
gramme, it only amounts to half a 
million, and I think we need not pay 
any serious attention to that programme. 
There are thirty vessels contemplated in 
it; but this policy of putting down before 
the House of Commons a number of 
vessels to be built that will not be touched 
—and the Admiralty know it—at the 
end of the year no longer misleads 
anyone. We have become thoroughly 
accustomed to it. It will be time enough 
to consider the new proposals when 
the keel plates have been laid down. 
Two of the ships voted last year were 
only laid down ten days ago. 

Now I wish to say a word about these 
arrears. The hon. Gentleman who is 
now responsible for the Admiralty in 


this House, and of whom we have great ' 


expectations, frankly admitted the state 
of affairs when he told us that of the 
twenty-three battleships voted since the 
completion of the “ Majestic ” class only 
five had been completed. I believe it is 
true that four are commissioned, but 
one certainly is not. If we consider the 
dates when these various ships were laid 
down, it is certain that there ought to 
be five more of these battleships com- 
pleted before the end of the present year, 
and there ought to be added to our 
Navy ten valuable first class battleships, 
all of which have been delayed. This 
delay does not only extend to battle- 
ships. The hon. Gentleman has told us 
that since the completion of the “ Dia- 
dem” class thirty cruisers had been 
voted, and a great many of them ought 
to be ready by now. We get the same 
explanation year by year. Mr. Goschen 
one year took refuge in the engineers’ 
strike, which was undoubtedly a factor 
at that time, but it is trotted out again 
by the hon. Member as being still a 
factor. I think the strike ought now to 
be struck off the effective list, because, 
whatever effect it may have had in 1897, 
we are now through other causes going 
from bad to worse, and the delay which 
might be considered valid in the cir- 


Mr, Kearley. 
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cumstances of 1897 has now become 
absolutely chronic. This delay applies 
to all kinds of material and to all ships, 
whether they are being built in His 
Majesty’s yards or elsewhere. It applies 
to armour, machinery, guns, and hulls. 
The other evening the hon. Gentleman 
informed us that armour was mainly 
responsible for the delay. We know 
that in recent years there have been 
three changes in armour, but it must be 
said that the Admiralty themselves are 
mainly responsible for the existing delays. 
They do not give their specifications out 
until months after a ship has been laid 
down, and consequently the armour 
manufacturers have no opportunity to 
complete the armour in such a time as 
would be necessary to enable the ship 
to be finished at the earliest possible 
moment. Therefore the Admiralty are 
not entitled to say that all these delays 
are attributable to the contractors. 
Many of them are due to the methods— 
or rather the lack of method—of the 
Admiralty. 

The hon. Gentleman endeavoured to 
console us with the statement that we 
still hold our lead in expeditious ship- 
building. In 1894 we did pride ourselves 
that we could build battleships quicker 
than any other nation. That was then 
true, but that disadvantage has altogether 
disappeared, and we are lucky indeed 
to-day if we can get a battleship completed 
within four years of its being laid down, 
whereas in 1894 we turned out two of our 
finest ships, the ‘* Majestic’ and the 
‘‘ Magnificent,” in two years. At the 
present moment Germany is rapidly 
giving us the go-by, and if we drag along 
in this way I am confident that in two 
or three years time we will find that 
Germany has gone ahead of us. Ger- 
many has ample resources and also the 
determination to put things throughina 
practical, businesslike manner. Russia, 
which we do not take to be a nation of 
enormous energy, has turned out a 
cruiser, the largest ever launched, in 
thirty months. We are not able to turn 
out a cruiser of such magnitude in 
thirty months. We would want three 
or four years. We are told that it is the 
English contractors that bring about all 
these delays, but it is curious that a 
British contractor can build for foreign 
nations ships of almost identical size in 
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two years. The Japanese have had 
completed in this country by contract 
two of the finest battleships afloat, and 
they were delivered in a little over two 
years. Why cannot we get similar work 
jrom the contractors? It is not that 
they are not patriotic ; itis the Admiralty 
themselves that are mainly responsible. 
They will not put orders for machinery 
in hand until the hull has been building 
for a long time, and they delay their 
specifications for armour and so on. 
However, it is a very simple matter if 
the contractors are at fault. It is the 
easiest thing in the world to make the 
date on which a ship is to be delivered part 
of the contract. What is the difficulty in 
the way of doing that? At all events 
the danger is fully recognised in the 
country. Supposing we are suddenly 
plunged into a naval war, would it not 
he a great reflection on the Admiralty 
when the country realised that they 
were short of probably ten battleships 
which ought to have been in existence ? 
That would jeopardise the whole position. 
Again, we know very well in these 
critical times that on our foreign stations 
we have ships that are obsolete in the 
sense that they are not the very best ships 
we are capable of producing, whereas our 
competitors have the very best ships 
they have been able to produce. Another 
danger is that in the Mediterranean 
we are wofully short of cruisers. The 
Admiralty may say that they have these 
cruisers in our yards and can commission 
them at short netice, but a ship commis- 
sioned at short notice is less effective 
than a ship which is already in com- 
mission. 

How do the Government propose to 
deal with these arrears? They are going 
once more to resort to the expedient of 
appointing a Committee to advise them 
as to the cause of the delays and how 
they can be obviated. They are going to 
call into a great public Department 
outside experts to tell them how to 
manage their business. Sir Thomas 
Sutherland and other men of great 
experience are on the Committee. But 
it is humiliating that the Admiralty, 
with all its traditions and all its oppor- 
tunities for obtaining experience, have 
to invoke outsiders to explain to them 
what has happened, and to prevent it 
happening again. I hope we shall not 
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always be subject to outside experts’ 
information on these matters. 

As to the personnel, we are going to 
vote a greater number of men than ever 
before, an increase of nearly 4,000. It 
would be interesting to know how many 
of the men voted last year are borne at 
present. I see there was a deficiency of 
2,600 at the beginning of the year, 
and I have no doubt the hon. Gentle- 
man will be able to tell us as to 
the actual number now borne. There 
are many of us who hold the opinion, 
despite the large numbers we have 
been voting for the last year or two, 
that we will not have enough men to 
man the ships which will be finished 
within the next twelve months. It is 
estimated that ten ships will be com- 
pleted, and they alone will exhaust 
7,000 men, apart from the cruisers alto- 
gether, and it is estimated by some of us 
that there will be a deficit, in one direc- 
tion or another, of at least 10,000 men, 
that there will be no margin to meet 
a large addition to the Fleet. I will 
illustrate what I mean by taking the 
First Lord’s own statement. Last year 
we recruited 2,630 men for the Marines, 
but at the same time we lost 2,165, so 
that the net gain was only 465 men. 
Again, it is notorious that we are unable 
to secure the number of skilled ratings 
we require, the reason being that we are 
trying to get them at a lower rate than 
the market justifies. The result. is that 
we not only do not get the quantity, 
but what we do get is not of a high 
quality. 

The alternative presented by the hon, 
Gentleman to a large increase of the 
active list is the strengthening of the 
Reserve. At the present moment the 
Royal Naval Reserve is not popular. 
There has been a serious decrease in that 
service, and if we want to make it popu- 
lar and to inerease it we will have to 
make friends with the shipowners. We 
turn our backs on the shipowners, who 
are the only men who have it in their 
power to give us the sort of young men 
we require. If we can induce the ship- 
owners to help then we will rehabilitate 
the Reserve and make it as it used to be 
—something worth talking about. The 
whole system brought forward by Mr. 
Goschen about two years ago has abso- 
lutely broken down. He told us that we 
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had a paper Reserve, but that he was 
determined, come what might, to give us 
a trained Reserve. He called on men to 
go to sea compulsorily for six months in 
the first year, and when we were anxious 
in the following year to know how that 
worked out we were told that it was 
working very successfully. although 
some of us did not think so. Now, how- 
ever, it is admitted that it has broken 
down. The real why it has 
broken down is that you cannot expect 
men to give up their shore occupations 
and go to sea for six months. We are 
now told that the six months period has 
been abandoned, that three months has 
been substituted, and that even that will 
not be compulsory. The Admiralty 
have now started a new Reserve alto- 
gether, to be called the Fleet Reserve. 
The Fleet Reserve is a new experiment, 
but whatever happens to it every man in 
it will be a trained man. We are told 
that the Admiralty expects to have 
7,000 men in this Reserve. That is very 
misleading, because you are transferring 
d.000 men trom the Seamen’s Pen- 
sioners Reserve, whieh consists of men 
who have served their full time. 


reason 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I ex- 
plained that clearly. and stated the 
number that would be transferred. 


Mr. -KEARLEY: IT am not in the 


least lmputing anything to the hon. 
Gentleman, but the tact remains that 
these 7.000 men are not new men. 


There is no particular feature about the 
A scheme except that vou are admitting 
Marines for the first time, but that 
scheme will not be available until 1923, 
because it will he twenty-two years before 
boys entering the service now can pass 
to the Reserve. The inclusion in the 
Reserve of short service men who have 
only served their first term will have 
very far-reaching consequences, because 
in effect it is the commencement of a 
short service system in the Navy, and 
whether it will be beneficial or not. it is 
impossible to say. Navy men are strong 


advocates of doing nothing to encourage 
short service in the Navy, but this pro- 
vision will undoubtedly encourage men 
to leave at the expiration of their first 
term of service instead of serving on for 


Mr. Kearl ey. 
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a continuous service pension. | think 
it will be bound to be attractive because 
the men are to be paid 3s. 6d. a week, and 
at fifty-five years of age will have a 
pension of £12 a year. You may benefit 
the Reserve, but you certainly will not 
benefit the long service system in the 
Navy. The Admiralty have. however, 
protected themselves to some extent by 
limiting the number of the B Reserve 
to 15,000. With regard to the artificers. 
if they are still to be part of the scheme 
I would suggest that there would be more 
needed in the dockyards. However, 
that is a matter which can only be tested 
by time. 

I have just two questions to ask on 
matters relating to South Africa. As 
the hon. Gentleman is aware, the Govern- 
ment have announced that they intend 
to give pensions to the widows of the 
soldiers who have tallen in South Africa. 
Naturally that must be extended to 
sailors also. What I want to know is 
whether the Admiralty have considered 
the question. or whether they have 
decided to revive the Greenwich pen- 
sions. because the amount to be given 
by the Government is 5s. : 
the Greenwich pension is only 35s. 6d. 
The other question is with reference to 
the treatment of the warrant officers who 
have distinguished themselves in South 
Africa. Their conduct has been testified 
to by commanding officers and generals 
in the field. Tam not quite sure of the 
exact number of warrant officers con- 
cerned, but certainly five. if not more, 
were mentioned in despatches. All the 
soldiers and the naval officers who have 
been mentioned have received recognition 
either by promotion or the D.S.O.. but 
none of the warrant officers except one 
have received any recognition whatever. 
There is a difficulty in the matter | know, 
because the regulations governing the 
D.S.O. limit it to commissioned officers, 
and with regard to promotion there is a 
great dislike on the part of the warrant 
officers themselves to be made senior to 
those senior to them on the list. Still 
we are bound to give these men some 
recognition, and [| would ask the hon. 
Gentleman to tell us what he proposes to 
do. He informed me the other day that 
the matter was under consideration. | 
know what that means in the ordinary 
way, but I hope that genuine attention 
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is being given to this matter, and that 
the hon. Gentleman will be able to tell 
us that the regulations have been 
amended so that warrant officers may be 
included in the D.S.O. = This is a matter 
affecting the whole of the lower deck, 
and | hope the hon. Gentleman will be 
able to give us some assurance regarding 
it 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
he had put on the Paper an Amendment 
which he proposed to move with reference 
to colonial contributions to the Navy, 
but he now understood that he would 
not be in order in moving it. He would, 
however, direct the attention of the 
House to what he considered a most 
unjustifiable thing in connection with the 
maintenance of the Navy. As far as he 
could gather, the contributions of the 
colonies to the maintenance of the Navy 
were insignificant and altogether in- 
sufficient when the great services which 
the Fleet performed for the colonies 
were considered. Tle knew that Aus- 
tralia contributed a very insignificant 
amount, though he could not find what 
the exact sum was, and he would ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he would 
he good enough to make a statement 
showing clearly how much was contri- 
buted directly or indirectly by any or all 
of the colonies towards the maintenance 
of the Navy. Ireland, which was called 
upon to pay a very large sum, received 
directly, at all events, very little return, 
and it was manifestly unjust that an 
impoverished country like Ireland should 
he called upon to contribute some millions 
to the Navy while rich and flourishing 
colonies were not asked to contribute 
practically anything at all. He main- 
tained that Australia, Canada, and other 
colonies derived directly a great deal 
more profit and benefit from the existence 
of the British Navy than Ireland did. 
Australia had a large number of ships 
continually in her waters, and yet con- 
tributed practically nothing towards 
the Navy. He had heard the question 
of Imperial Federation mentioned, but 
whether Imperial Federation was good 
or bad, he would certainly say that they 
ought to have Imperial Federation to the 
extent that every colony desiring the 
presence and services of ships of the 
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' British Navy should in common fairness 
‘be called upon to subscribe towards the 
maintenance of the Navy. They were 
told about the great devotion of the colo- 
nies to the Mother Country, and of the 
great services which colonials had ren- 
dered to the Empire in South Africa, but 
it was certainly extraordinary notwith- 
standing all that talk that these great 
self-governing colonies made no contri- 
bution to the Fleet on which they de- 
pended for the protection of their com- 
merce. With regard to Cape Colony 
the matter was somewhat different. It 
he was not mistaken, Cape Colony con- 
tributed £30,000 a year, and it was an 
extraordinary coincidence that directly 
after Cape Colony, which had a Dutch 
majority. decided to contribute to the 
maintenance ,of the Imperial Navy, war 
was declared in South Africa. That was 
a bad return to make for the action otf 
the Cape Parliament. and at a time. too, 
when a Dutch ministry was in power 
and there was a Dutch Prime Minister 
at the Cape. Was it fair that the already 
overtaxed people of Ireland, Scotland. 
England and Wales should be called upon 
to bear the whole cost of the Imperial 
Navy! Tle was surprised that the ques 
tion had not been raised by some English 
Member of Parliament, as he thought it 
was a question upon which almost all 
parties agreed. 

There was also another matter which 
he desired to mention. He had re- 
peatedly asked questions in the House 
as to whether the Admiralty could not 
from time to time send a cruiser round 
the coast of Ireland to protect the 
fisheries from illegal trawling. He had 
asked Mr. Goschen—he thought he was 
Lord Goschen now, but was not quite 
certain, as the rapidity with which some 
people became ennobled was bewildering 
—but he refused to send a single ship to 
protect Irish fisheries. Last summer, in 
Wexford, where he was living. fishermen 
complained to him that steam trawlers 
were destroying their fishing grounds, 
and they wished to know whether the 
Government would do anything for them. 
He told them that he had asked questions 
on the subject, but got very little satis- 
faction. The fishermen said that, 
although the taxpayers of Ireland were 
paying a considerable amount towards 
the maintenance of the Navy, they 
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hardly ever saw a battleship at all. 
Surely it was not too much to expect that 
the Admiralty would send some of their 
small ships to patrol the fishing grounds 
from time to time. He asked the Seere- 
tary to the Admiralty whether he could 
not undertake that this slight return 
might in future be given to Irish tax- 
payers in compensation for their contri- 
butions to the Navy. That was a 
demand which he thought every fair- 
minded man would support. He had 
heard hon. Members from Scotland 
making the same complaint as regarded 
Scotch fisheries, and he hoped there 
would be a change in the attitude 
hitherto adopted by the Admiralty. It 
was one of the things which made Irish- 
men dissatisfied with the system of 
Government in Ireland. They _ paid 
millions towards the Navy, but the great 
majority of the Irish people, even those 
living on the seaboard, never saw a ship 
at all. Of course, the stock argument 
was that the British Navy was to protect 
the coast of Lreland from invasion. That 
was absurd. If Ireland ever needed the 
protection of the Fleet it was simply 
because of her connection with England. 
If Ireland were left to herself no other 
country would interfere with her. 


It being midnight, the debate stood 
adjourned. 
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Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 
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SUPPLY [Marcu 15TH]. 


Resolutions reported :— 


ARMY ESTIMATES, 1901-2. 


1. “That a number of Land Forces, 
not exceeding 450,000, all ranks, be 
maintained for the Service of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
at Home and Abroad, excluding His 
Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902.” 


"2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£21,657,500, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Pay, Allow- 
ances, and other Charges of His Majesty’s 
Army at Home and Abroad (exclusive 
of India) (General Staff, Regiments, 
Reserve, and Departments), which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902.” 


tesolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution :— 


Motion made, and (Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


s 8 
as oo 


The House divided :— Ayes, 208 ; Noes, 
55. (Division List No. 85.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Asher, Alexander 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Salfour,Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. Ger. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Black, Alexander William 
Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
sull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cawley, Frederick 


Mr. William Redmond. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Biri. ) 


Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 


Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colville, John 

Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John v. 
Digby,John K. D. Wingtield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, James H 

Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Elibank, Master of 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, Kt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane'r 
Fielden,Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George A. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George oachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir E. W.(BurySt. Ed. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLord G. (Mid’x 
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Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. |. 


Hardy, Laurence(K’nt, Ashfrd | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Haslam, Sir ’Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords.,N.W.) | 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
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Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) | Scott, Sir S.(Marylebone, W.) 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 


| Morgan, DavidJ. (Walthamst. | Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 


| Morgan,Hon.F.(Monmouthsh. | Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| 


Morrell, George Herbert Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Morton, ArthurH. A(Deptford) | Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) | Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 


Moss, S Samuel Spear, John Ward 

Mount, William Arthur Stanley, Hon. Arthur(O’msk’rk 
| Mowbray, Sir Rbt. Gray C. Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Muntz, Philip A. Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 


Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter(BristolS. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. F rancis( Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Maecdona, John C umming 
Maconochie, A. 

M‘Crae, George 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Maleolm, [an 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
a 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | 
Ambrose, Robert 

oeny E. (Cork, 8S.) 

Bell, a Se 

Boyle, James 

Brige, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, nd 


Daly, James 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dutiy, W illiam J. 


Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventiy 


| Murray,Col. Wyndham( Bath) Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


Nicholson, William Graham Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Nicol, Donald Ninian Thomas, J. A. (Glam., Gower) 
T -erey M. 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) Lar eto — 
| Parkes, Ebenezer | Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Peel, HnWnm. Robert W ellesley Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Pemberton, John 5. G. Tufnell, Col. Edward 
Perey, Earl 
Pirie, Dunean V. Ure, Alexander 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick dee : 3 
Plummer, Walter R Valentia, Viscount 
Pretyman, Ernest George Walker, Col. William Hall 
Priestley, Arthur Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Pym, C, Guy Weir, James Galloway 
: . W elby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 
Randles, Jobn a W elby, veg ‘has. G. E. (Notts 
Rankin, Sir — Whiteley, Geo. (York, W. R.) 
tateliffe, KR. F. Whiteley, H. (A Above u. Lyne) 
Reckitt, Harold James Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Hemmant, a Willox, Sir John Archibald 
eae Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R. 
et ee P Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf'd 





tidley, Hn. M. W(Stalybridge) Wortlev, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen idle hitb each aor are 

tige, Richard ba ror me  snagge m 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) nd a pt bet ler(B rege 
Robertson,Herbert (Hackney) Young, Commander( Berks, E. 

Roe, Sir Thomas 


T,: neki “OP : AVES— 
Royds, Clement Molyneux TELLERS FOR THE AYES 


Sir William Walrond and 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- Mr. Anstruther. 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 


NOES. 
Gilhooly, James O'Dowd, John 
‘ x O’ Kelly, : onor (Mayo, N.) 
—aseesegy eae O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 


Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- ad Malley, Ww illiam 


O’ Mara, James 


Jameson, Major J. Eustace O’Shaug pray P. 
Joyce, Michael O’Shee, James it 
Kennedy, Patrick James Power, Patrick Joseph 
Leamy, Edmund Reddy, M. 
Lough, Thomas Redmond, JohnE.(Waterford) 
Lundon, W. Redmond, William (Clare) 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
| M‘Fadden, Edward Roche, John 
M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) ee ‘ 
Murphy, J Sullivan, Donal 
| Nannetti, Joseph P. W hitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) ‘ 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Md i FOR THE NOES— 
0’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) Captain Donelan and Mr. 
O'Doherty, William Patriek O’Brien. 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
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Second Resolution :— 


Motion made, and (Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr, WILLIAM REDMOND said his 
reason for interfering on this Vote was 
because when he called attention to a 
certain matter the other day for some 
reason or other his questions were 
absolutely ignored. He was, therefore, 
under the necessity of putting his ques- 
tions again. He wished to eall attention 
to the extraordinary inerease in this 
Vote. Ifthe British people were content 
to pay these increasing sums year after 
year they would soon find they would 
become an annual call, and there would 
be no ending to the course upon which 
they had entered. In the last 
years the Army Estimates had almost 
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reforms foreshadowed by him had been 
carried out and the whole system 
changed it was a very foolish thing for 
the people of this country to send good 
money after bad. The money voted 
last year and the year before had been 
squandered in a most reckless and 
extravagant way, bringing about defeats 
and disgraces in the field, and in all 
human probability the money they were 
now asked to vote would be spent just 
as badly and foolishly, and would be 
muddled away as in the past. In trying 
to rival Continental Powers they were 
departing from the best traditions of 
England and entering upon a course 
which would probably bring disaster 
and bankruptcy upon this country. 
The moral of his appearance this second 
time was that when he asked a question 
in a civil way he was entitled to a civil 


Army Estimates. 


| answer. 


doubled, and would in all probability, | 
if the present policy were continued, be 


doubled again during the next five 
years. The Government of this country 


were animated by a wretched spirit of 
Imperialism, and the spectacle of Con- 
tinental Powers draining their resources 


SECRETARY to 
(Lord STANLEY, 


THe FINANCIAL 
THE WAR OFFICE 


| Lancashire, Westhoughton) : I put down 


|! the Committee to 


and starving their people to maintain | 


huge standing armies was being followed 
in this country. It was impossible for 


England to imitate with success or 


rival the immense establishments on 
the Continent. It was an appalling 


thing for Irish Members to come there 
and see such enormous increases in the 
cost of the military establishments. 
Under the new arrangements there 
was to be an army corps in Ireland, 
but otherwise Ireland would get abso- 
lutely no return for the millions she 
was called upon to contribute towards 
these Estimates. The vast majority of 
the Irish people had shown by the atti- 
tude of their representatives in Parlia- 
ment that they took no responsibility 
for the war in South Africa, which they 
considered was unnecessary and unjust, 
and it was their bounden duty to protest 
against it in every possible way. With 
regard to the Vote before the House, 
it would be the worst form of madness 
until the War Office had been reformed 
to trust the expenditure of this money 
to as incompetent a set of men as it was 
possible to imagine. 


the hon. Member’s questions upon the 
last occasion when this Vote was before 
answer, but when 
I came to reply I found that the hon. 
Member had gone out of the House 
and was not in his place at the time, 
or I should have answered him. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
acquitted the noble Lord of any act of 
discourtesy towards himself, but he was 
mistaken. As a matter of fact, he was 
in the House and heard the reply. He 
might have been sitting under the shade 
of the Gallery. When he asked ques- 
tions in the future he would take the pre- 
caution to make himself as prominently 
visible as possible. A great many people 
outside the House and in the ranks 
of the Army were seriously waiting 
for an explanation how it came to pass 
that a certain section of the forces in 
the field in South Africa were receiving 
as much as 5s. a day, whereas the 
ordinary soldiers of His Majesty's Regular 
Army were receiving something in the 
neighbourhood of 1s. They had heard 
a good deal about the valour and bravery 
of the Dublin Fusiliers, the Welsh 


They had got aj Fusiliers, the Connaught Rangers and 


new Secretary of War, but until the | the Gordon Highlanders, but what the 
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people wanted to know was how it was 
that the men of those heroic battalions, 
who suffered most in hardships and 
losses, had only been receiving the 
ordinary miserable pay of Is. a day, 
whereas the troops from the colonies 
were receiving 5s. a day? That was 
a monstrous injustice. They heard a 
many dreadful and miserable 
stories of returned soldiers, of men 
crippled for life, finding their way into 
the workhouse both in Ireland and in 
this country. There were hundreds of 
people in Ireland, men, women, and 
children, who were now in the direst 
distress in consequence of this cruel 
war. They heard these things in Ire- 
land, and contrasted the misery of their 
people with the position of the men 
who came from the colonies, and were 
receiving what to the poor Irish peasants 
seemed the prince’s pay of 5s. a day. 


good 


But his main reason for rising was to 
expose what he held to be a fraud on 
the part of those people who endeavoured 
to prove that because colonial troops 
had gone to South Africa, therefore 
the colonies were in sympathy with 


the war. It proved nothing of the 
sort. He had lived in Australia and 


read their papers. and he maintained 
that the mass of the people there were 
not in sympathy with the war, and 
that if a vote were asked in any Austra- 


lian Parliament in aid of the war it 
would not be passed. ** Oh,” it would 
be said, ‘‘ how was it, then, that so 
many thousand sons of the Empire 


came from every colony in Australia 
and from New Zealand to take their 
place in the campaign side by side with 
the troops of the British Army?” It 
was the 5s. a day. In Australia there 
were a great number of men who were 
accustomed to an open-air life, who 
were fond of riding and of wild, fron- 
tier-like life, and who, if you gave 
them a good horse, 5s. a day, and the 
prospect of some excitement, would 
go anywhere. If the War Office were 
to reduce the pay to Is. a day, the same 
as that given to the Dublin Fusiliers 
and the Gordon Highlanders, they would 
see what the effect would be. Recruits 
would at once fall off. He wanted to 
know how many men were receiving 
5s. a day, how much it came to, and 
who were getting it ? 
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Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 5.) supported 
his hon. friend in protesting against 
this very large Vote being passed at 
that hour of the morning. He did not 
wonder at the Government being forced 
into this unjust and unholy war, because 
there was such an amount of money 
spent in the dockyards, in the manu- 
facture of arms, and in trade in England 
generally. The whole of the people of 
England were making money out of the 
war, while the people of Ireland did not 
getasixpence. It was therefore the duty 
of the Irish Members to vote against this 
Vote. He sawthata million was to be paid 
to the Imperial Yeomanry, but if they 
all showed as little valour in the future 
as they had done at Lindley he would 
not spend a shilling on them. He also 
saw that £630,000 was down for the 
colonial contingent. Now, in regard 
to this matter a great deal had 
said as to the number of troops that 
had come from the colonies. So far as 
his memory went, this great number 
only amounted to 600. He thought 
there would be no difficulty ot getting 
600 corner boys, gutter boys, or men, 
probably, discharged from who 
would go over to South Africa for 5s. a 
day—not being able to earn a living 
in the country where they were—while 
the unfortunate soldiers from this 
country were only getting 10d. or Is. 
a day. He had heard the hon. Member 
talking of the patriotism of the men from 
the colonies, but it was a five-bob-a-day 
patriotism. If they had only offered 
one day they would not have 
had a single man from Australia coming 
to South Africa to fight their battles. 
Instead of the war being over, as was 
said months ago, it was only beginning. 
because they were asked for four millions 
more money than last year. He would 
move the reduction of the Vote by five 
millions, by way of protest against this 
extraordinary increase in the money 
asked for the Army, and if the Govern- 
ment were defeated it would be a very 
satisfactory result. In fact, it would be 
a very proud achievement on his part, 
and very possibly the Government would 
be glad to get out of the situation. Con- 
sidering all the bother on their hands 
they were in a most unenviable position, 
for the taxpayers of this country as well 
as in Ireland were up ina small rebellion 
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against them. He begged to move the purpose of shelving it, and nothing 


the reduction of the Vote by five millions, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No Amendment 
for the reduction of the Vote on this 
resolution is in order, as | have already 
put the question. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL thought that 
of all the forees which had been raised 
for the war, that which was likely to be 
of the least utility in the field was the 
Imperial Yeomanry. It was largely 
composed of boys of not more than 
sixteen vears of age. He was travelling 
not long since between London and 
Holyhead. when an Imperial Yeoman, 
a mere boy, joined the train. He said, 
in answer to questions, that he was to 
sail from Dublin for South Africa the 
following Wednesday. that his father 
and brother were engaged in the war, 
and that it was on that account that he 
had been accepted for service. The lad’s 
vouthful appearance struck him so 
forcibly that he asked him his age. to 
which he replied that he was sixteen 
years ; and he did not look a day older. 
Then he asked the boy how he had 
passed the standard, and the lad replied 
that there was no bar to entering the 
Imperial Yeomanry. In all sincerity 
he held that it was really a crime to take 
these schoolboys and send them to 
South Africa to be shot. He merely re- 
lated the incident to show the 
of men that were being engaged. and 
the manner in which money was being 
spent. It could not possibly be argued 
that such a young lad could be of any 
utility on service. He himself knew 
similar cases, and he therefore thought 
that the Vote for the Imperial Yeomanry 
was money absolutely wasted. 

With reterence to the general question 
of the administration of the War Office, 
the hon. Member for East Clare spoke 
with great force, and with his accus- 
tomed ability, on the tremendous indict- 
ment laid against the War Office by 
hon. Members on that side. and also 
by the service Members. He thought 
that they should have some definite 
assurance that the subject was not going 
to be shelved. Whenever the Govern- 
ment were in a difficulty over any ques- 


class 


was really done. It was not fair to 
submit such large Supplementary Esti- 
mates without a definite assurance 
being given that the administration of 
the Department would in future be 
conducted on better lines. If the War 
Office were to be conducted in the future 
as, according to recent revelations, it 
had been conducted in the past, the 
sooner it was abolished altogether the 
better. The state of things disclosed 
between the two noble Lords at the head 
of the Department would lead one to 
suppose that they were boys squabbling 
at school rather than Ministers engaged 
in protecting the State. Under the 
circumstances they were quite entitled 
to press that such a state of things should 
be put an end to. He quite understood 
why the noble Lord did not reply to the 
trenchant criticisms of his hon. friend. 
It was very difficult to reconcile the 
ordinary rank and file to a shilling a day 
while other men were getting 5s... who 
had not borne the heat and burden of the 
fight. It was, however, absolutely neces- 
sary that some explanation should be 
given, because he knew from. reliable 
information that at Aldershot and other 
military stations the greatest  dissatis- 
faction was being manifested among the 
private soldiers. If the differentiation 
were to be continued he should not be 
surprised if it became more and more 
difficult to obtain recruits for the Regular 
Army. Nodoubt the Department might 
increase the inducements to enlist, 
but it would be a long time before the 
disagreeable impression created by the 
special treatment given to the Yeomanry 
would be removed, or before the ordinary 
Tommy Atkins would be convinced 
that his services had been as well recom- 
pensed as the emergency men who had 
been sent to South Africa. The Irish 


people were opposed to the war. They 
had in every way open to them de- 
nounced it as impolitic and unjust. 


and yet they were to be compelled to 
pay an unjust share of its expenses. He 
trusted his hon. friends would mark 
their disapproval of the policy of the 
Government by dividing against the Vote. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) said that in listening to 


tion, a Commission was promised for, the remarks of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 


Mr. Daly. 
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he found it difficult to know whether 
to treat them seriously or not. One 
thing he was perfectly certain of, and 
that was that, although hon. Members 
might speak for certain parts of Ireland, 
they did not speak for the vast majority 
of Irishmen throughout the Empire. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Let the 


hon. Gentleman try the issue in Lreland. 


*Mr. CATHCART WASON said he 
knew more of Irishmen abroad than 
hon. Gentlemen, who utterly misrepre- 
sented their views. He would not have 
ventured to have interfered in the dis- 
cussion were it not for the grossly calum- 
nious utterances of hon. Members oppo- 
site. Hon. Members talked of 5s. a day, 
but that was no remuneration for the 
soldiers of the colonies who went to fight 
the battles of the motherland ; and if 
the motherland did not desire to pay 
them at all they would have served for 
nothing. He had the honour of a seat 
in the New Zealand Parliament when 
the question of sending troops came 
forward, and Irishmen of all shades— 
Orangemen as well as Catholics—were 
unanimous in voting sufficient money to 
send a contingent to South 
and after that not only one, but 
several were sent. Feeling in the 
colonies was absolutely unanimous in 
iavour of the war, and as far as he 
knew not a single voice was raised against 
it. He had heard opinions quoted from 
newspapers of which he had never heard, 
although he had lived most of his life in 
the colonies. It was said there was no 
feeling in the colonies in favour of the 
war, but he said there was, because the 
colonies realised that their whole exist- 
ence depended on the successful termina- 
tion of the war. Every class in the com- 
munity contributed either money or 
comforts for the men who were to fight 
in defence of the motherland. There- 
fore, when hon. Members spoke as they 
had spoken to-night, he said most em- 
phatically that they did not speak for 
Irishmen throughout the Empire. With 
all due respect to hon. Members from 


Ireland he did not believe in their dis-. 


loyalty. He believed that if the country 
were put to the pinch to-morrow they 
would also support her, and that all 
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their talk was the merest bluster. He 
firmly believed that it was not disloyalty. 
The lrish Members were probably just as 
loyal as other Members ot the House, and 
they would die in the ditch to-morrow 
if duty called. He emphatically pro- 
tested against the accusations which 
had been made against the colonists 
that they only came to the help of the 
mother country for the miserable 5s, 
a day. The great body of those who 
volunteered for service in South A rica 
were people who left good situations. 
Farmers lett their tarms, merchants left 
their business, and lawyers leit their 
briefs. Everyone was anxious to sub- 
scribe, to assist and volunteer their 
services. The colonists had been 
libelled in two most atrocious speeches. 
It was enough to make the _ blood 
of any person boil within — him. 
j|An Irish Memper: They took the five 
bob all the same.]| The answer to that 
was pertect!y simple. The pay was 
simply temporary pay and for a tem- 
porary reason; it did not carry any 
turther liability with it; whereas the 
men who received Is. a day were pro- 
fessional persons. The hon. Members 
from Ireland knew that as well as he did. 
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Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said the 
hon. Member who had just sat down 
was bubbling over with enthusiasm and 
loyalty and indignation, but he did not 
state what circumstances prevented him 
from going to South Africa. |An Hon. 
Member: Age.| He said the colonists 
were boiling over with enthusiasm and 
loyalty. It was within the knowledge of 
the House that Canada had within the 
last few months refused to send more 
troops to South Africa. Did that prove 
that the colonies were boiling over with 
enthusiasm ? There could be no doubt 
that the pay of 5s. a day was an 
immense inducement to people whe had 
not regular employment to enlist as 
volunteers in His Majesty’s Army. It 
was a fact that most of the people in the 
Irish constituencies were opposed to the 
war in South Africa. It was a fact that 
the colonies were not so opposed. The 
difference arose from the tact that the 
colonies had self-government and Ireland 
{had not. Let them give Ireland self- 
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and it might be that they would be as 
loyal as the colonies. The hon. Member 
for Orkney and Shetland said the 
Nationalist Members were there to 
obstruct the business of the House. 
Apart from the fact that such a 
phrase was not in order, the Nationalist 
Member: were perfectly within their 
right in discussing these Votes at great 
length that night, and they deserved 
evey facility from the House, as they 
were not interfering with the Govern- 
ment time. Perhaps they were inter- 
fering with the convenience of some hon. 
Members, but surely they were patriotic 
enough to sit up a few hours in the morn- 
ing to hear some reasonable discussion. 
He hoped that Members on both sides of 
the House would join the Nationalist 
Members in making the Army what it 
should be—an efficient army. There 
was no doubt whatever that this country 
would be unable to recruit a foree of 
$50,000 men by any other means than 
conscription. One matter on which the 
country had made up its mind was that 
it would not endure conscription at any 
eost. The Army of this country was a 
voluntary army, and to keep up the 
requisite number of men they must pay 
the ordinary rate 0 wages at which un- 
skilled labour could be got in the country. 
Unsk'ilied labour could command more 
than Is. a day. The wages of agricul- 
tural labourers in the worst paid districts 
in England was 12s. a week, practically 
all found. He submitted that they 
would get none but the worst class of the 
community at Is.a day. Of the 450,000 
men 400,000 were common soldiers or 
non-commissioned officers, and they only 
got in regimental pay £10,000,000, and 
the other 50,000 received £11.000,000. 
This unequal method of distributing the 
money voted for the Army would result 
in the failure to recruit the necessary 
number of men. To recruit a voluntary 
army it was necessary not only to pay a 
wage equivalent to that paid in the labour 
market, but also to provide special attrac 
tions to men who were asked to risk their 
lives. In their scheme, however, the 
Government had increased the number 
of men and decreased the attractions. 
Under the heading G the gratuities and 
soldiers’ discharges only amounted to 
£200,000, as against £310,000 last: vear. 


That was a reduction of 33 per cent., 


Mr. O Mara. 
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‘although an immense number of men 


would be discharged during the present 
vear ; and they were to have no reward 
ior risking their livesin the war, and the 
unfortunate enteric patients who had 
returned would have nothing to help 
them on. He could not understand 
the reduction. Another matter whieh 
showed that the Government intended 
to resort to compulsory recruiting was 
that the item for recruiting had also been 
reduced. Of course it was plain that it 
would cost more to recruit an army 
when the jingo fever had passed away, 
and it was clear to his m nd that sooner 
or later the Government intended to force 
conscription on the country unless the 
House of Commons put a stop to their 
present poliey in time. 

The Secretary of State for War boasted 
that his scheme would 
efficiency of the Army, but he could 
find no trace ot increased etticiency in 
the Estimates he was criticising. The 
efficiency of the Army could be in- 
creased in several ways, the principal 
one being to give the men better training. 
They all knew that the artillery practice 
in the war was wretchedly bad, and it 
would therefore have been thought that 
more money would have been devoted to 
gunnery establishments. Instead. how- 
ever, the Vote tor the School — ot 
Gunnery had only been increased by 
£1.400. whieh he submitted was a 
miserable increase for the — purpose. 
If the efficiency of the Army were to be 
increased it was essential that more guns 
and better guns should be provided, and 
the increase under that head was. in his 
opinion, absolutely insufficient. Then 
in reference to engineering, the Boer 
farmers, who were never trained in the 
art of war, were able to entrench them- 
selves soas to be practically invulnerable. 
simply because they knew how to use 
the pick and shovel. The increase under 
that head was only £1,200, which was 
also insufficient. The marksmanship of 
the Army, too, was very bad. but the 
amount to be devoted to it was only in- 
creased by £4,000. Hon. Members from 
Ireland were entirely opposed to the war, 
but that was no reason why they should 
not endeavour to limit the expenditure 
on the Army, and that expenditure could 
only be limited by making the Army 
efticient. The hon. Member for Orkney 
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and Shetland spoke about loyalty, but 
he observed that the pay of the South 
African local forces had been reduced by 
£350. He wished to know whether that 
reduction was accompanied by a decrease 
inthe number of men, and, if it were. was 
that a sign of loyalty ? 

He wished to eall attention to the 
enormous Supplementary — Estimates 
which were brought forward in con- 
nection with matters which could very 
well have been foreseen. The Estimates 
were presented in this form  morely 
for the purpose of blinding the people 
of the country to the enormous expendi- 
ture being incurred by the Govern- 
ment. Tory Governments had the 
reputation of always putting money 
into circulation, and the present Govern- 
ment had worthily upheld the tradition. 
The reduction of £17,000 with regard to 
the China Expedition was altogether 
unealled for, especially in view of the fact 
that at the present moment a war with 
Russia was quite within the bounds of 
possibility. The messing allowances for 
ofticers and the amount of band expenses 
were pertectly ridiculous, and if the tax- 
pavers only knew how their money was 
heing wasted they would lose the little 
remaining confidence they had in the War 
Office. The matters revealed by these 
Estimates showed that the Secretary of 
State for War had fallen a vietim to the 
red tape of the War Office, and drifted in 
the steps of his predecessors. The hon. 
Member confidently predicted that. in- 
stead of efficient troops, the country 
would possess a very inefficient: Army 
unless the principle of conscription was 
applied. There had been a_ terrible 
increase in the ordinary military expen 
diture, the amount now being about 
£21,000,000, and the country was paying 
much more for its small voluntary army 
than France was paying for its army of 
3,000,000 
$.000,000. 
Government were a first step towards 
conscription, but although the people of 
England had forgiven many things in 
order that the South African war might 
be carried on, they would never torgive 
the Government if through it they were 
foreed to adopt the principle of con- 
scription. 


VOL. XCI. 


men, or Germany with its 
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*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Guildford): The 
hon. Member who has just spoken ex- 
presses the hope that the hon. Members 
around him would not fail to follow him 
with long speeches in support of the view 
he was taking, and certainly, to judge 
by the length of his own speech, he set 
them a goodexample in that direction. 
But I would make an appeal to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite to remember the 
position in which we stand with regard 
to this matter. The Vote has heen 
placed on the Paper, no doubt, at a late 
hour.ona distinct understanding bet ween 
the First Lord of the Treasury and the 
House that there should be a special 
opportunity of discussing by resolution 
all the iinportant services which are con- 
tained in the Vote, and that resolution 
will be taken very early after Easter. and 
I cannot help thinking that both from 
the point of view of that understanding 
and from the point of view, in which we 
all share, of getting an effective discussion, 
this is rather a worse time than the 
opportunity which will be given shortly 
after Easter for going into the whole 
subject. The hon. Member said he had 
broken new ground. It is pefectly true 
that he discussed nearly every item in 
the Vote, and I am afraid that if I were to 
follow him | should take even a longer 
time. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Give us 
a full explanation. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Let me say one 
word in reply to the hon. Member for 
East Clare. He spoke of the difference 
between the pay of the Yeomanry and 
that of the ordinary common soldier. Of 
course there is a difference, but perhaps 
the hon. Member is not aware that the 
men we get in the Yeomanry are, as a 
rule, three or four years older than the or- 
dinary recruit. We have got for the 
short period we require men who are in 
the very prime of life. That is the reason 
for the difference in the pay. Everybody 
knows for a short period of that kind 
we are obliged to pay a higher sum. I 
pay my tribute to the value of the colonial 
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contingents during this war, and to the’ 


bravery which they have shown. In 
reply towhat has been said I may say 
that there has been no falling off in the 
desire to serve the King. One _ hon. 
Member stated that Canada has refused 
to send a contingent, but I may point out 
to the hon. Member that within the last 
four months Canada has raised 1,000 
men for the South African Constabulary, 
and all the other colonies have made 
equally generous responses. ‘The number 
of colonials drawing the higher rate is 
about 30,000, and all those men cease to 
serve when the war is over. ‘Then we 
shall be relieved of that extra pay which 
it has been well worth our while to offer 
them. On all points connected with this 
Vote I am prepared to give chapter and 
verse to the House, but I do think the 
opportunity afforded at two o'clock in 
the morning is extremely inconvenient, 
and not only this, but we shall not get any 
report in the papers. ‘Therefore, | intend 
to defer my reply on some other points 
until the exceptional opportunity pro- 
vided by the First Lord of the Treasury 
arrives, and then the main debate can be 
taken upon that occasion. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked if 
it was not a fact that the Colonial Govern- 
ments in Australia had forbidden re- 
cruiting for the Constabulary. The 
right hon. Gentleman had not answered 
his question as to the total cost of the 
colonial contingents. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: There are about 
30,000 colonial troops receiving the 
higher rate of pay. In order to get at the 
cost of sending out these contingents we 
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should have to get Returns from South 


Africa, and also from the colonies, and I 
think the hon. Gentleman will under- 
stand that with the immense amount of 
labour at the War Office in consequence 
of what is going on now in South Africa, 
we are unable at the present moment to 
supply this information. The hon. Mem- 
ber has now made his rejoinder, and [ 
think that for the general purposes of 
debate we shall do well to adjourn the 
whole discussion until the promised 
opportunity after the holidays. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
said the Secretary for War had 
stated that there was an understanding 
in regard to the further  oppor- 
tunity to discuss this question after the 
holidays. As far as the Irish Members 
were concerned, they desired to discuss 
this question upon every available oppor- 
tunity. He wanted some information 
regarding——— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his plac 
and claimed to move * That the Question 
be now put.” 


*Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): [ am afraid you will bring 
about such a scene as that which occurred 
the other night. It is disgraceful. 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 140 ; Noes, 
66. (Division List No. 86.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 


Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Bignold, Arthur 
31), Charles 


Mr. Prodvick. 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
| Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
|; Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Ceeil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hn..J.( Biri. 
| Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Aiiwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H, 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Hai) 





Goschen, Hn. George Joachim. 





x20 


Gree 
Gren 
(rett 
(rev 
Grov' 
(ues 
Guth 
Ham 
Haim 
Hanl 
Hard 
Hare 
Hayt 
Heat 
Hend 
Higg 
Hope 
John: 
Kens 
Kaoovw 
Lam] 
Law, 
Laws 
Legg 
Leizt 
Leves 
Lock 
Lone 
Lowt 
Luew: 
Maed 
M ki 
Maje 
Mate: 


Abra! 
Amb 
Ashe! 
Barry 
Blac, 
Boyle 
Burk 
Caldy 
Cam) 
Cawl 
Clanc 
Colvi 
Con le 
Crean 
Crom 
Cullir 
Daly, 
Dewa 
Doo: 
Dutty 
Eliba 
Farre 
Ffren 


Field, 


Qt 
Hou 


the s 


Aclan 
Acne 
Arkw 














x29 


Supply— 


Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdnv nds | 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 

Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(Mid?’x 
Hanbury, &t. HonRobert Wim. 
Hardy. Laurence(Keut, Ashf'd) 
Hare. — Leigh 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, 5. W. 

Hope. F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Johnston, William (Belt: Ast) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kaoowles, Lees 


| Montagu, G. 


| 


Lambton,lion. Frederick Wm. 


Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-(sower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
eee Bae ee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Low estoft 
Macdona. John Cumming 


Law, 


M Killop, James (Stirlingshire | 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Mateoln. lan 


Abralmun, William(Cork,N.E.) | 


Ambrose, Robert 
Asher. Alexander 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Black, Alexander W illian 
Boyle. re 
Burke, I aviland- 
Caldwell, « James 
Campbell, Jolin (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Clancy. John Joseph 
Colville, Jobn 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Engene 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dutty, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench. Peter 
Field, William 


Question put accordingly, “ That this | 
with the Committee in 


House doth agree 
the said Resolution.” 


Acland- Hood, Capt Sir Alex. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
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Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
(Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Peel, Hn. Wm Robert Wellesley 
Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
sone yt Lt.-Col. Kdward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, Sones s. 

Ratcliffe, R. | 

Renmmant, tions Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, (Greoree 


tidley, Hn. M.W.(Stalybridge | 


Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, Jolin 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshre 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Morton, ae C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, J J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


AYES. 


| Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Asher, Alexander 
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Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Sainuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, JamesParker( Lanarks)} 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M, 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valencia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. bers ay 
Warde, “agers -Col. C. E 
Wason, Jn. rite ith ‘Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC citeunten 
W elby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
Whiteley, H. Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. ©. B.Stuart- 
Wrichtson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 


lriny Estimates. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Kelly James( Rose’ mmon,N 
O'Malley, William 

(Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. 

O’Shee, James — 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Red« ly, 4 M 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clave) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roche, John 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas. f. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorg'n,Gower 
Trev elyan, Charles P hilips 
Ure, Alexander 

Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O'Brien. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 157; Noes, 
we (Division List No. 87.) 


Atkinson, Hon. John 


Bagot, C it lean FitzRoy 
James Robert 


Bain, Col. 
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Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
‘aldwell, James 

‘avendish, VC W.( Derbyshire) 
‘awley, Frederick 

‘ecil, Evelyn (Ashton Manor) 
‘ecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn..J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J..Austen( Wore. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 

Cranborne, Viscount 


~ 


Davies, Sir HoratioD( Chatham 
Dewar, Jolin A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edwaid 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Fellowes, Hon. A. Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gore, Hn. F. S. Ormshy- 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene. SirE. W BryStEdninds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. [vor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Mid’x. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hoa. Robt. Win. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Havilend- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Claney, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Doogan, P. P. 

Duffy, William I. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Firench, Peter 

Field, Witliam 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 


‘i {djournment of 


{COMMONS} 


Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 


Hope,J.F.(Shettield, Brightside 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, Win. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kenyon -Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Lewh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Carrie 
Levescn-Gower, Fredk. N. 5. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop.James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, lan 

Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Berestord Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Hantingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire. 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamst. 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F 
Morton,Edw. J. C.(Devonport 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Peel, Hn. Win. Robt. Wellesley 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, ©. Guy 


NOES. 


Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lunden, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


' M‘Fadden, Edward 


M-Killopp, W. (Sligo, North) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South 
0’ Brien, Kendal('Tipp’rary Mid 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Doherty, William 
Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
\ 


the House. 


io 2) 
we 
lo 


Randles, John S. 

Ratelitfe, R. FF. 

temnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
titley,Hn.M. W (Stalybridge) 
Ridiey,s. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Rive, Richard 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
toe, Sir Thomas ; 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stoptord- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.( Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, A bel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord ( Lanes.) 
Stirling-Max well, Sir John M. 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas, J. A. (Glaim., Gower) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
‘Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. EF. 
Wason, JohnCatheart (Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE. (Taunton 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. ( Notts.) 
Whiteley,Georze, York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton underL.) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.f.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander (Berks., E. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir Williaa Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Kelly,'Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James(R’sse mim'n,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Care) 
Roche, John 

Sullivan, Donal 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Adjourned at a Quarter after Two of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 





Friday, 22nd March, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSIN ESN. 
WORCESTER TRAMWAYS BILL [HL], 
Presented, read La, and referred to the 
Examiners. 
ARLESEY GAS BILL [1-t.]. 
| NVEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE AND GATES- 
HEAD GAS BILL (1.1. |. 


FOLKESTONE CORPORATION BILL 
[H. L. ]. 





Reported with Amendments. 


] CHARING CROSS, HAMMERSMITH?’ 
* AND DISTRICT ELECTRIC RAILWAY 
BILL [H.1.}. 


KINGS ROAD RAILWAY BILL [H4.L. }. 


Committed : the Committees to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


NORTH-EAST LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [H.1.]. 
) A petition of Messrs. Batten, Proffitt, 
and Seott, of 32, Great George Street. 
Westminster, Parliamentary Agents, 
praying for leave to present a petition of 
Messrs. Baring Brothers and Company, 
Limited, praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bill, although the time limited 
by Standing Order No. 92 for presenting 
j sich petition has expired ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table ; and Stand- 
ing Order No. 92 to be considered on 
Monday next in order to its being dis- 
pensed with. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
PATENTS ACTS. 
Appendices to Report of the Committee 
!) ‘ppointed by the Board of Trade (in- 
cluding Minutes of evidence). 


CHARITY COMMISSION (ENGLAND 
AND WALES). 
Fitty-eighth Report of the Charity 
Commissioners. 
Presented (by command) and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
VOL. XCL. [FOURS SERLEs. ] 
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TEACHERS SUPERANNUATION ACT, 
i998 (ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
TEACHERS DEFERRED ANNUITY 
FUNDS, ENGLAND AND — SCOT- 
LAND). 

Accounts of the Elementary School 
Teachers’ Deferred Annuity Funds, Eng- 
land and Seotland, for the year ended 
3ist March, 1900, together with the Re- 
ports of the Comptroller and Auditor 
General thereon ; laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[H.1. }. 

A Bill to check corruption was pre- 
sented by the Lord Alverstone ; read la ; 
to be printed; and to be read 2a on 
Thursday next. (No. 25.) 


NATIVE PUBLICATIONS IN INDIA 
CHARGE AGAINST MR. MALABARL 
* Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : My 

Lords, | wish to ask the Under Secretary 

of State tor India if the Indian Govern- 

ment will relieve the Director of Public 

Instruction of Bombay trom the task of 

reporting on native publications to the 

Government of India, and if the India 

Office will make some amends to Mr. 

Malabari for the charge of sedition so un- 

justifiably cast upon Mr. Malabari in the 

Director's Official Report of 24th July, 

1900. What happened was this: In a 

letter dated 31st March, 1899, the Govern- 

ment of India desired the Director of 

Public Instruction in Bombay to report 

on native publications in the Presidency. 

This was a task and a duty which had 

been too long neglected by the Indian 

Government. For many years, com- 

mencing before 1848, this duty in respect 

of Hindustani literature was well per- 
formed annually by M. Garcia de Tassy, 

Professor of Hindustani in the School tor 

Oriental Languages held in the National 

Library of Paris. Atter his death this 

annual Report ceased. There is every 

reason to believe that the Government of 

Lord Curzon intended to supply this defi 

ciency, and did not intend that the Direc 

tor of Public Instruction should hunt for 
sedition. In any case the director—-] 
hope the Government will mention his 
name, because he ought to get the credit 
or the discredit for what he has done-- 


2G 
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selected out of all India the one man least 
amenable to any accusation of disloyalty 
or disaffection. 

Mr. Malabari has long been the editor 
of the Indian Spectator. 1 have read 
that paper certainly for more than seven- 
teen vears, for it was recommended to me 
hy Sir Louis Mallet. Under Secretary in 
the India Office. who left that office 
from failing health in 1883. He always 
read that paper, and [ believe his sueces- 
sor had an equally high opinion of it. 
I was speaking to a member of the Secre- 
tary of State’s Council the other day, and 


| stated that Mr. Malabari was the 
most) pro-British editor in India. He 
replied that if not the most. he 
was certainly as pro-British as any 
of the other editors. What did the 


Director do? Did he seek to form an 
opinion from the editorial or other ar- 
ticles in the Jndian Spectator written in 
English, upon which we could all form 
an opinion! No, he raked up a Gujarati 
poem written by Mr. Malabari twenty- 


five years ago. when he was not > vet 
twenty years of age: he casts doubt 
upon whether Mr. Malabari wrote it 


himself on the ground, says the Report, 
that “it is difficult to believe that a Parsee 
could write such pure Gujarati”: he then 
mistranslates the poem and aceuses it of 
“inciting the people of Gujarat to cast 
off a voke which presses on them heavily.” 
I may observe that the Bombay Govern- 
ment has refused to produce the trans 
lation upon which the Director of Public 
Instruction founded his criticism. This 
incident happened during an interreg- 
num between the departure trom Bombay 
of the late Governor (Lord Sandhurst) 
and the arrival of his successor, so that, 
properly speaking, neither one nor the 
other can be said to be answerable tor 
what was done by the Bombay officials. 
The Times of India on 19th November, 


1900, published a translation of the 
poem by Mr. Kabraji. editor of the 
Rast Goftar, a justice of the peace, 


Fellow of the Bombay University, and a 
Gujarati author and critic of distinction. 
Needless to say, this translation does not 
bear out any of the imaginations of the 
sedition-hunting Director of Publie In- 
struction. When the Director endeav- 


ours to find fault with particular words 
he 
“pagar as” 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 


ridiculous. He translates 


official salaries ” 


becomes 
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a Portugese word—means “ any pay- 
ment.” as Mr. Malabari says of it in 
Gujarati, and it is the same in its original 
language. The next blunder of the 
Director worth noticing is when he forces 
the word “ rajamala ” to mean * Sove- 
reign” or Government.” whilst it means 
office work.” What Mr. Malabari says 
he meant was :—The work of administra. 
tion is not suited to vous or, Vou are not 
capable of administrative work, because 
of the indolence of the Gujaratis ; not 
that the Sovereign or the Indian Govern- 
ment was not fit for the Gujaratis. “Raj” 
is an Indian word meaning * Rule” or 
“State ~; and the Director evidently 
does not know what “ amala ” means or 
to what language it belongs. — It is Arabic, 
and means, literally, ** workmen,”— 
those who do anything: and in India 
it is used for the low-paid officials of law 
courts and Government offices. — In order 
to translate this word as ‘* Sovereign ” 
“the Government,’ — the 
tor must have taken the Sanskrit meaning 
of “amala,” which is * some 
times applied to a woman. But it re- 
quires all the conceit of an Indian eivil 
servant to stippose that uny outsider 
would apply the epithet to 
the Indian Government. which. sinee the 
time of Warren Hastings. has acquired 
more spots than the leopard. 

Cardinal Richelieu is reported to have 
said that he could hang any man 
upon a few lines of his writing. The 
Government of Bombay could do it 


or yrec- 


spotless,” 


Wy spotless ; 





with greater ease; it can select any 
: oe ; : 
meaning trom the various — dialects 
of — India. An ex-Bengal — civilian 
wrote to me that ” rajamala means 
a Royal garland or necklace. ane 
that “pagar” means a mound or a 


tield raised above flood level. So you see 
easy it for a oman with an 
knowledge of the languages 


is 


how 
impertect 


like this Director to go hunting for sedi- 
tion. The whole of the criticism of the 


Director. is preposterous, and ought to 
have been withdrawn and apologised tor. 
Mr. Malabari’s paper was mentioned as 
one of the most loyal papers in India by 
Sir Alexander Mackenzie, Lieutenant: 
Governor of Bengal, during the discussion 
of the Sedition Acts in the Viceroys 
Council in 1897 or 1898. Mr. Malabaris 
writings were not only the reverse 0! 
sedition, but were most moderate in tone 


4 
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He wrote a great deal against the infant | advisable forhim to passthese publications 


marriage of the Hindus, but without 
irritating them, though perhaps he rather 
bored them. ‘To tax such a writer with 
sedition is enough to goad him or his 
friends in that direction. Surely the 
Government will make some amende to 
Mr. Malabari, and express some regret for 
the trouble he has been put to. The 
proper attitude of an Englishman, or of 
an English Government, with regard to 
seditious writing ought to be that shown 
in the story of the Frenchman who 
asked his English friend how much 
longer he expected to be able to write as 
he was doing. without getting shut up 
in prison; the reply was that he had 
been trving to find that out for a long 
time, but that he had not yet reached 
the limit. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY — oF 
STATE ror INDIA (The Karl of Harp- 
WICKE): My Lords, | am sorry I cannot 
follow the noble Lord through his inter- 
esting disquisition on the past history of 
the Hindoo languages, but will address 
myself to the question on the Paper. In 
the first place [ should like to  ex- 
plain, very shortly, the circumstances 
that led to the occurrence to which 
this question refers. In T899. shortly 
ater the arrival of Lord Curzon in 
India, the Government of India were 
wxious that the annual reviews on 
the native publications in the different 


| Director 


provinces should be conducted in a more | 


interesting manner, and they desired 
that the Director of Publie Instruction 
should supersede the Government Libra- 
rian. who had previously carried out this 


work, and that he should write these 
reviews in a style that was both literary 
and informing. They met with some 
opposition from the various provinces 


to this proposal ; but it was eventually 


agreed, at any rate so far as Bombay 
was concerned—and as the question 


refers only to Bombay | need not allude 
toother provinces—that the Government 
Librarian should draw the notice of the 


Director of Public Instruction to any 
publications that he thought worthy of 
heing noticed in the annual review. — It 


was also decided that as the Director of 
Public Instruction could not possibly be 
expected to be familiar with all 
diferent Indian vernaculars, it would be 


the | 


vn to experts, and if possible to native 
members of his own Department, who, 
having studied the books, were to make a 
short statement to the Director of Public 
Instruction, and with this material 
his hands he was then to endeavour to 
carry out the wishes of the Indian Govern- 
ment in writing reviews of an interesting 
and informing character. 

In 1900—in the month of July, I 
think—the annual review appeared, 
having been prepared in the manner | 
have sketched out ; and in this review 
there was a criticism of a poem by Mr. 
Malabari, written in the Gujarati ver- 
nacular. Mr. Malabari took exception 
to the character of this review, which 
stated that certain passages in the poem 
were of a disloyal character, and wrote a 
complaint to the Bombay Government. 
The noble Lord asked me the name of the 


Director of Public Instruction. His 
name is Mr. Giles. Having given the 
matter every consideration, the Bombay 
Government came to this conclusion, 


and issued it as an answer to Mr. Mala- 
bari 

‘His Excellency the Governor in Council 
is of opinion that Mr. Giles acted with pro- 
priety in calling attention to the poem in 
question, and is also of opinion that the 
of Public Instruetion has, in his 
letter of 29th September, justified the criticism 
to which Mr. Malabari takes exception. Be- 
yond expressing their readiness to accept Mr. 
Malabari’s assurance that he did not intend 
the writings to convey any unconstitutional 
suggestion, they do not think it necessary to 
make any further remarks on the correspon- 
dence.” 


This matter is a purely local one. No 
communications have passed between the 
India Office and the Government of 
Bombay on the subject, so that when the 
noble Lord asked me whether the Indian 
Government will relieve the Director of 
Public Instruction of Bombay from the 
task of reporting on native publications 
to the Government of India, my answer 
must be that the Secretary of State 
has no information as to the intentions 


of the Government of India in regard to 
this matter; and, with regard to the 


second part of this question—** whether 
the India Office will make some amends 
to Mr. Malabari for the charge of sedition 
so unjustifiably cast upon him in the 
Director's official report of 24th July, 
1900,”—-my answer must be that no one 
2G2 
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knows better than Mr. Malabari that it 
he has any cause for complaint he must 
address the Secretary of State on the 
matter. The Secretary of State has 
heard nothing from Mr. Malabari of any 
sort or kind, and in these circumstances 
there is no ground for the suggestion 
that nny noble friend the Seeretary ot 
Stite should make any amends at all. 


Lorp REAY: My Lords, I shall not 
enter upon the philological merits of the 
case; I rise simply to give my opinion of 
Mr. Malabari. When | was connected with 
Bombay there was no one in that presi- 
dency more loyal than Mr. Malabari. I 
frequently read the Judian Spectator, 
and [ ean say that nothing ever appeared 
in that paper which could, in the remotest 
degree, be construed as disloyal. Mr. Mala- 
bari criticised the Indian Administration 
ina friendly spirit and with great in- 
telligence. He also freely criticised his 
countrymen. Mr. Malabari was an ardent 


and prominent advocate of social reform, | 


and as such he naturally made many 
enemies. I have seena translation of the 
incriminating verses, as published in the 
Times of India inthe month of November 
last year, and | must say that | cannot 
find anything in the poem which can be 
considered as seditious. In it) Mr. 
Malabari urges his countrymen to be more 
self-reliant, and not to neglect arts and 
industries. I suppose that no exception 
can be taken to anyone who urges the 
natives of India to apply themselves 
more to industries than they are doing ; 
the Government of India have on many 
oceasions shown the importance they 
attach to the development of industries. 
Mr. Malabari belongs to a category of 
persons who criticise the Government, 
but who do so with the object of strength- 
ening our rule in India, and of making it 
more popular. | cannot that in 
doing sO we should not accept any 
criticisms which he makes in a friendly 
spirit. There very few omen in 
India who exercise their judgment. in 
that independent and moderate manner, 
and I think it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to encourage them, because, unless 
you encourage them, you give an indirect 
encouragement to those who are actuated 
by entirely different motives. I trust, 


see 


are 


therefore, the Government will see their 
way to place some other construction on 


The Earl of Hurdwicke. 
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lof the Government. 
| disloyal. 


in India, &e. 
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this poem than that which—no doubt in 
| perfect good faith—has been placed upon 
it by those who have dealt’ with the 
matter. 


Lord SANDHURST: My Lords, ag 
my noble friend has reterrcd to the 
lovalty of Mr. Malabari. I should like to 
say that during the five years | was 
Governor ot Bombay Mr. Giles served 
under me as Senior Inspector, and also 
as Director of Public Instruction during 
the last two years of my term of office. 
He belongs tothe Uncovenanted Scrvice, 
and I am sure the Government has no 
more loyal subject than Mr. Giles, whose 
knowledge of Gujarati is extensive, and 
whose sympathy with the Gujarati 
natives Is extreme. 


*THe Earn or NORTHBROOK : My 
Lords, | should like to add my testimony 
to that which has been given by the 
noble Lord who has Governor of 
Bombay (Lord Reay) as to the loyalty of 
Mr. Malabari. [have known him for many 
years, and have constantly read the 
Indian which he is 
editor. [| have seen in that paper not 
the slightest trace of disloyalty to the 
Government. It is a paper that has 
been well conducted, criticising oeca- 
sionally in a fair) manner the 
but in no 
In point of fact, it is perfectly 
incredible to suppose that any Parsee 
can be disloyal to the Government of 
India. I should like to one 
remark, and one remark only, upon this 
matter with respect to the merits of the 
[ must say that in my opinion it 
is a very strong measure indeed for any 
Government officer to dig out a poem 
written twenty-five years ago by a man 
in Mr. Malabari’s position. 


been 


Spectator, of 


acts 


selise 


make 


Case. 


*The Earn or HARDWICKE: Is the 
noble Lord certain of that! I have no 
information that the poem was written 
twenty-five vears ago. 


*The Earn or NORTHBROOK : Mr. 
Malabari says that the particular poem 
to which exception was taken by Mr. 
Giles was written twenty-five years ago. 
I think it is rather too bad to dig out a 
poem after all those years. If a very 
young man had written a foolish poem, 
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[do not think after twenty-five years 
it should be dug out and attacked. 
| believe that the highest authorities 
in Gujarati are of opinion that the 
poem does not bear the interpretation 
which the Government official has placed 
upon it. However that may be—I 
am absolutely unable to form an opinion 
myself, not being a Gujarati scholar—I 
am satisfied of this, that nothing could 
he more foreign to the feelings of Mr. 
Malabari than that he should 
erned in writing anything of a disloyal 
haracter towards the British Govern- 
ment. 


be con 


*THe Earn or HARDWICKE: My 
Lords, | hope that in my reply to the noble 
Lord [ said nothing which may induce 
your Lordships to think that I or the 
Secretary of State have any opinion 
either one way or the other in this matter, 
hecause no form of communication has 
been made to the India Office. I have 
certainly seen the translation of the poem, 
and [ have my own opinion. I have 
certainly seen the comments that have 
heen made in the review, but inasmuch as 
the Government of Bombay have made 
a statement to Mr. Malabari, which 1 
have read, and Mr. Malabari has not 
thought it necessary to communicate 
with the Secretary of State on the matter, 
lean onlyrepeat that | see no reason why 
my noble friend the Secretary of State 
should interfere in the matter. 


LONDON 
Moved, 


UNDERGROUND RATLWAYS. 


“That a Committee of five 
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Lords be appointed to join with a Com- | 


mittee of the House of Commons to 
consider and report upon the subject of 
london Underground  Railways.’’— 
(The Chairman of Committees.) 


Agreed to. 


The Lords following were named of 

the Committee :—E. Lauderdale, — FE. 
Rosse, V. Knutsford, L. Windsor, and 
lL. Herries. 


Ordered, That such Committee have 
power to agree with the Committee of the 
House of Commons in the appointment 
of a chairman. 


Then a Message was ordered to be sent 
to the House of Conimons to acquaint 














mentary Papers. 842 
them therewith, and to request them to 
appoint five Members of that House to 
be joined with the said Committee pur- 
suant to the Resolution of this House of 
the 4th instant, and to the Message of 
the House of Commons of the 7th instant, 
signifying their concurrence in the said 
Resolution. 

DELIVERY OF PARLIAMENTARY 
PAPERS. 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
on the motion for adjournment I wish to 
allude for a moment toa subject which I 
think touches your Lordships’ conveni- 
ence very greatly, if, indeed, it does not 
affect your privileges. 1 refer to the old 
subject of the delivery of Papers. We 
have had, in the course of the last seven 
days, two notable instances of the laggard 
delivery of Papers to Members. Last 
Friday an important debate was raised 
in this House by the noble Viscount 
who was formerly Commander-in-Chief, 
and some very important Papers were 
published namely, Lord Wolseley’s 
Memorandum, with remarks upon it by 
the noble Marquess the late Secretary of 
State for War, and by Mr. Brodrick, the 
present Minister for War. Those Papers 
were certainly important Papers for the 
consideration of those who intended to 
take part in the debate. They were 
delivered to the Members of the House of 
Commons on the Friday morning, and 
appeared in some of the morning news- 
papers on that day. Itis true we found 
them on the Table of the House when we 
came down on Friday afternoon, but they 
were not delivered to Members of your 
Lordships’ House in their homes till 
Saturday morning, after the debate, for 
which they were all important, had 
taken place. Exactly the same thing 
has occurred this morning, except that 


there was no debate arising in your 
Lordships’ House. Very important 
Papers were delivered to Members of 
the House of Commons this morn- 
ing-—the Papers referring to the 


recent peace negotiations between Lord 


Kitchener and General Botha. I 
had a curious instance to-day of 
how these differences in delivery 


between the House of Commons and your 
Lordships’ House act. | was at the house 
t my noble friend Lord Kimberley-— 
improved condition we all so 


whose 
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greatly rejoice in 
son, Mr. Wodehouse, who has the privi- 
lege of a seat in the other House, was in 
possession of these Papers, whereas they 
were not to be found in the Papers deli- 
vered to my noble friend Lord Kimberley. 
It does not seem to me right, even if 
there may be difficulties in delivering 
Papers as promptly to Members of your 
Lordships’ House as to Members of the 
other House—although I must say I do 
not see why that difficulty should arise— 
that in the case of Papers of special impor- 
tance we should not have them as early 
as Members of the House of Commons, 
and certainly as early as they are given 
to the Press. I do not know whose 
business this is. It is a matter which I 
have heard raised constantly during the 
time | have had the honour of a seat in 
your Lordships’ House, but I think it is 
a matter which is worthy of consideration, 
and it is one that we ought to ask both 
the Government and the authorities of 
the House to do their best to correct. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT oF tie 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DrevoNSHIRE) : 
My Lords, | am afraid I cannot give the 


noble Lord any information on_ this 
matter. He is quite right in saying 


that it is a subject upon which observa- 
tion has been made before. I am told 
that the distribution of Papers rests 
entirely with the printers, and not with 
any ofticer of this House, but 1 will make 
inquiry, and see whether any improve 
ment can be adopted. 


House adjourned at Five of the 
clock, to Monday next, a 
quarter before Eleven of the 
clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 22nd March, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 1). 

Bill to confirm two Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts. I882 and 188s, 
relating to St. Marylebone, 


{COMMONS} 


and | found that his | 
land Mr. 


ordered to, 
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be brought in by Mr. Gerald) Balfour 
Attorney General for Lreland. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

“To confirm two Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and I&sx, 
relating to St. Marylebone,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


[Bill 112. 


HECKMONDWIKE GAS. (TRANSFER) 
BILL. 
Reported | Preamble not proved |; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
BEER BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Stalham : 
Hadleigh; Linton; Billesdon ; Gloucester- 


shire ; Sudbury ; and Sawston ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Shieldhill: 
Hill of Beath; Oakley; Blairadam ; 
Blairhall ; Wemyss: Townhill ; Wills. 
green; Fordell; = Buekhaven: — East 
Wemyss; Methil; and Raith; to lie 


upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (HIGHER 
CONTINUA 


ELEMENTARY 
GRADE AND EVENING 
TION SCHOOLS). 
Petitions for alteration of Law, from 

Littleborough ; and Heworth ; to lie upon 

the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT 
Petitions in favour, 
Oakley ; Methil; Plairadam ; 
Beath ; Condenbeath ; East 
Blairhall ; Fordell ; Buckhaven ; 
green; Townhill ; and Wemyss : 
upon the Table. 


HOURS) BILL. 
from Shieldhill : 
Hill of 
Wemyss; 
Wells- 
to lie 


THE INDIAN STAFF 


CORPS. 


OFFICERS OF 


Petition of Lieutenant BE. G. Sexton 
and Captain J. M. Tighe, ior redress ol 
grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 
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POOR LAW OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1596. 


L 


Petition from Guildford, tor alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in tavour, from Redditch : 
Walworth ; Strattord ; South Woodford 
(three); Burnage ; Edinburgh (three) ; 
Reading ; Inece-in-Makertield ; Codieote ; 
Ayr: Neweastle-on-Tyne (four); Kippax : 
Barnstaple ; Four Elms ; Glasgow (two) 
Govan; Cambridge > Peckham ; Guild- 
ford ; Leytonstone (six); Walthamstow 
(two): Leyton; Woodtord ; Bristol ; 
Middlesbrough (three); Bedminster ; 
Viewforth ; Sedbergh ;  Littleborough ; 
Ledbury (two): Newbury — (three) ; 
Clitheroe ; Sheffield (ten) ; Birmingham 
(five) : srixton (two): Kennington 
(two); Pemberton ; Plymouth ; Elland ; 
Ripon ; Carlisle (four) ; Allonby ; Brynn 


(two); Longtown ; Waverton ; Holbeck; 
Wortley ; Armley (three): Bramley ; 


Leeds Brad- 
ford (Yorks.) ; Bispham); Leith ; Ash- 
ton-in-Makertield ; — Sutton-upon-Hull : 
Egremont : Hyde (two); North Ormesby 
Withington ; Hereford; Paign 
ton: Longsight; Burnham; Weston- 
super-Mare ; Milton ; Beverley ; Kendal : 
Nailsea ; Wadebridge ; Port Isaac (three) 
Fulham (two); Aberdeen City ; St. An- 
drews: Jarrow (fourteen); Durham ; 
Norwood: South Norwood ; Staly 
bridge ; Marylebone ; Manchester (three) 
Square; Truro; West Hampstead ; 
Kaling ; Alford (two); Deeside ; Poyn 
ton; Openshaw ; Hull (five) ; Dunterm- 
line; Burnham; Windsor; Spilsby ; 
Horneastle (two) ; Barradon ; Widdring 
ton: Seghill;  Lanivet; Penzance ; 
Newlyn ; Liverpool ; Shanklin ; Derby ; 
Warrington; Hanworth; and High- 
bridge ; to lie upon the Table. 


(twelve) : 


New Wort ley : 


(two) : 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Methlick ; 
Girvan; Govan: Snizort; Edinburgh 


(two) ; Bothwell ; Ricearton : Dunnichen 


(two): Leith: Carnoustie: Lundie ; 
Milngavie ; Troon; Dunfermline; Stir- 
ling: Halbeath: Kelton: Brechin : 


Montrose (two): Leslie : 
to lie upon the Table. 
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and Arbroath : 
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ETC. 


Reports, de. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, 


PATENT 

Copy presented, of Appendices to the 

Report of the Committee appointed by 

the Board of Trade to inquire into the 

working of the Patent Acts on certified 

specified suggestions [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ACTS. 


WINES IMPORTED. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
jordered Lith Mareh ; Wr. 7. 2. Dewar}; 
to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. 
| No. 93. | 


COLONIAL LOANS ACT, 1899. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered Ith March; Jr. Austen Cham- 
herlain|; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. |No. 94.| 
(ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
TEACHERS). 


EDUCATION 


Copy presented, of Accounts of the 
Elementary School Teachers’ Deferred 
Annuity Funds, England and Scotland, 
for the year ended 31st March, 1900, 
together with the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General thereon 
[by Act]: to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. | No. 95, | 


TRAWL VESSELS (PROSECUTIONS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
lordered 26th February ; Wr. Catheart 
Wason]; to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF ABERDEEN. 
Copy presented, of — Abstract — of 
Accounts of the University of Aberdeen 
for the year ending 15th September, 
1900 [by Act]: to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 96]. 


EMIGRATION STATISTICS (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Emigration Sta- 
tistics of Treland for the vear 1900 | by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT 
(1881) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Second Reading deferred from Monday 
next till Wednesday, Ist. May. 


847 (Juestions. 
CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS 
(COCKERMOUTH). 
Ordered, That the copy of the Judges’ 
Report in the Cockermouth Election 
Trial be printed. (Mr. Attorney General.) 
[No. 97. | 


WUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WARK— TRAIN 
WRECKING AT TAAIBOSCH. 

Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): | beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
the three men who were shot on the 
19th instant by sentence of a Military 
Court, confirmed by Lord Kitchener, for 
alleged treason and murder in connection 
with the wrecking of a train near Taai- 
bosch, and the two men whe were sen- 
tenced by the same Court to five vears 
penal servitude for the same alleged 


of war or local farmers. The hon. 
Member complained that certain portions 
of the question had been omitted by the 
Clerk at the Table. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Two extracts from 
a newspaper were omitted. There was 
no opportunity, | am told, of communi- 
cating with the hon. Member. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE: IT was in 
the House continuously after handing 
in the question. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): | have received the following 
telegram from Lord Kitehener— 


* Pretoria, 20th March, 1901, 11.36 am. 

“In two cases tried by Court-Martial, Field 
General Court-Martial, recently, [| have con- 
firmed death sentence ; both Courts were sub- 
mitted to Sir A. Milner, who considered eon- 
lirmation necessary. First case: Three Cape 
Colony rebels assisted in wreeking train in 
Cape Colony, causing death of five men, and 
subsequently murdered a native boy. Second 
ease: A burgher, De Jaegers, near Harrismith, 
killed three natives; the last in most cold 
blooded manner. No military extenuating 
circumstances possible. Sentences hive been 
carried out.” 


[ have no information as to the two 
men who were sentenced to penal servi- 
tude. His Majesty's Government, while 
regretting the necessity, entirely approve 
Lord Kitchener's action in this matter. 


{COMMONS} 
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PROPOSED COMMITTEE 
OF EXPERTS. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War, with reference to the recommenda- 
tion of the Royal Commission on South 
African Hospitals that a committee of 
experts should be appointed at some 
early and convenient time to inquire 
into and report upon the steps needed 
to effect the objects indicated in Part 
IV. of the Royal Commission’s Report, 
whether he will state when he intends 
to appoint this committee of experts 
and its composition. 


HOSPITALS 


Mr. BRODRICK: | am not in a 
position to make a statement, but no 
time is being lost in the consideration 
of this matter. 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH 
BOER LEADERS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Boer Leaders have 
intimated recently to His Majesty's 
Government terms on which they are 
prepared to end the war ; and, if so, what 
are these terms. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. oJ. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): No, Sir, except so far 
as they are to be implied from General 
Botha’s conversation with Lord Kitchener. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Seeretary of 
State for the Colonies a question of which 
| have given him private notice, namely, 
whether he can give any information 
to the House in regard to what does not 
appear from the Papers published— 
namely, the part, or parts, of the terms 
offered by the British Government which 
their rejection by the Boer 


negotiators. 


caused 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 1 
have no information whatever beyond 
what is given in the Papers. 


Will he 


from. the 


Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): 


iry to get this information 


authorities at the Cape ! 


Mr. J. 
There is 


CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


no information. 
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PLAGUE AT CAPE TOWN. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if he can give any informa- 
tion as to the spread of the plague at Cape 
Town ; and what steps are being taken 
to check its further progress. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
no further report beyond the bulletin 
published in yesterday's newspapers. 
The Cape Government are, | believe, 
doing everything in their power, under 
the advice of Professor Simpson, one of 
the best experts, and are, | know, having 
six medical men sent out specially for 
plague duty. 


LAND SETTLEMENT COMMISSION. 
Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): I beg toask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he 
has now received the Report of the 
Commission to inquire into Land Settle- 
ment in the Transvaal, and will have 
it distributed at once. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : | have now 
received the Report, and am forwarding 
it to Sir A. Milner for his observations. 
On receipt I will consider whether it will 
be desirable to publish. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Can we not have 
this Report before the Report of Supply 
on the Vote for the expenses of this Com- 
mission ? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. I 


cannot promise it before that. 


MARK IV. BULLETS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
| beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office can he say when the fifty 
million Mark IV. bullets which were 
broken up were manufactured, and what 
was the cost. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg also to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state in what respect the 
forty-five and a half millions of Mark IV. 
bullets were defective, were they made 
to specification, who were the contractors, 
and how much was expended in their 
Inanutacture. 
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| *Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
'THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : [ am afraid 
that the hon. Members are under some 
misapprehension. It was found that the 
nickel envelopes of the Mark LV. bullets 
occasionally stuck in the barrels, and that 
then the lead core was squirted through 
the envelope—a process known as strip- 
ping. It was accordingly decided to 
discontinue the construction of the 
Mark IV. cartridges, and four and a 
half millions of unused bullets were 
broken up. The cartridges in stock are 
being gradually used up in practice. The 
Mark IV. bullets were made to speci 
fication by ordnance factories and by 


various contractors. The exact cost 
cannot be ascertained. 
Mr. WEIR: Will the noble Lord 


answer the latter part of my question, 
and give the names of the contractors. as 
well as state how much money was ex 
pended in the manufacture of these fifty 
millions of bullets ? 

*Lorp STANLEY: They were made 
by various contractors, and the exact 
cost cannot be ascertained. [am afraid 
[ can add nothing to my answer. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Were they 


made in Germany ? 


*Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir. 
AN Hon. MEMBER : 


Mr. WEIR: How many of the bullets 
were made by the Ordnance Department? 


In Birmingham ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
noble Lord has said he can add nothing 
to his answer. 


GORDON HIGHLANDERS MILITIA 


BATTALION. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeen 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether, in view otf the 
fact that a number of militiamen now 
serving in the 3rd_ Battalion of the 
Gordon Highlanders is only 170 and 
that a full staff of regimental ofticers, 
many of whom are serving at great per- 
sonal inconvenience, has to be main- 
tained on full pay, he will consider the 
advisability of disembodring the battalion. 
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has understated the figures. The Re- 
turns of the Ist March show 373 men 
embodied, of whom 241 were at head- 
quarters and the rest chiefly on furlough. 
The details, including the recruits, of 
the Ist Battalion, which is nowin South 
Africa, are incorporated with the 3rd 
Battalion. thereby bringing up the 
strength of the combined unit to an effec- 
tive fighting battalion. The full) staff 
of regimental officers is therefore abso- 
lutely necessary. 


YEOMANRY -MARCHING ALLOW- 


ANCES. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I bee to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether a member of a Yeomanry 
regiment residing beyond the borders of 
the county in which the headquarters of 
the regiment are situated who attended 
a camp of exercise last year is entitled 
under the special order of last vear to 
marching allowance from his place ot 
residence only or only from the borders 
ot the county. 


Lorp STANLEY: They are entitled 
to marching allowance from the border 
of the county or recruiting area of the 
regiment only. 


MILITIA ALLOWANCES. 

Caprain JESSEL (St. Pancras. S.): 
lL bee to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will consider the desira- 
bility of entitling the  next-of-kin’ or 
widow of a militiaman dying during the 
embodiment of his unit to receive the 
full amount of furlough pay, allow- 
ances, and gratuity which the miilitia 
man himself would have received if he 
had been invalided. 


Lord STANLEY: The point raised 
has already been very carefully considered. 
The furlough gratuity is intended for 
the man himself to help him to civil 
employment. The widow of the militia- 
man should only get the same gratuity 
as the widow of the regular soldier or 
reservist. 

PAY. 


ARREARS OF SOLDIERS’ 


Sir JOSEPH LEIGH (Stockport): I 
hey to ask the Secretary of State for War 
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whether a soldier or volunteer serving 
with the colours in South Atrica whose 
pay from any cause is several months in 
arrear will be allowed interest on the 
arrears, and, if so, what rate of interest, 


Lord STANLEY: No, Sir. Every 
effort is made both locally and at home 
to obtain an early settlement, and 
advances are made where there is any 
evidence of money being really due. 


TURBINE MACHINERY TESTS. 

sino THOMAS WRIGIEESON (St, 
Paneras, E.): [ bee to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether he can state 
what course of trials the Admiralty 
propose to make to test the merits of the 
Turbine machinery of the “* Viper” and 
the “ Cobra.” and when such trials and 
tests are likely to be made. 


*THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ArNouLp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): Both the vessels named have com- 
pleted their contract trials at high and 
low speeds. The “Cobra” has not vet 
been delivered by the builders. The 
* Viper” will shortly be commissioned 
for service and tried in comparison with 
other definite — pro- 
gramme of trials has vet been arranged. 


dest 1 vers, No 


TRAINING SHIP CRUISES. 

Mr. WEIR : | beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether arrangements 
will be made for a training ship to. visit 
Stornoway and Lochbroom this summer. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The second 
part of the summer cruise will include 
Stornoway and Ullapool ; the latter is the 
nearest part of the Loch to which the 
* Northampton ” can go. ‘There is not 
water enough for her to get to Loch- 
broom. 

INDIAN CURRENCY ACT--GOLD 

RESERVE. 

sin EDWARD SASSOON (Iythe) : I 
hee to ask the Secretary of State tor 
India whether he would state the total 
amount of gold reserve accumulated in 
India and in England under the pro 
visions of the Indian Currency Act; 
and whether the reserve held here is 
included in the weekly statements of the 
Bank of England. 
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THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The gold in the Currency 
Reserve under the provisions of the 
Indian Curreney Act was on the 7th of 
this month £6,957,000 in India and none 
in England. 
the Gold Reserve Fund in India, which 
is not held under that Act. When gold 
is held in England under the Curreney 
Act it) is 
statements of the Bank of England. 


CHINA—RUSSIA AND MANCHURLA, 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 


to ask the Under Secretary of State for | 


Foreign Affairs whether, in view of the 
clause of the Anglo-German Agreement 
which declares for the maintenance of 
the integrity of the Chinese Empire, His 
Majesty's Government propose to ask the 
German Government to take any action 
in reference to Russia's action in Man- 
churia. 

The UNDER SECRETARY — vor 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount Cran- 
BORNE, Rochester) : The Russian Govern- 
ment have repeatedly declared their 
intention to respect the integrity of 
China, and His Majesty's Government 
are not aware that they have infringed 
It. 


Mr. WILLLAM REDMOND: What 


about Manehuria / 


Mr. JAMES OOK ELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): TP beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
can inform the House if the Anglo- 
German Agreement includes Manchuria 
Within its scope. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: [have 
nothing to add to the statement which 
| made on this subject in answer to the 
hon. Gentleman on Tuesday last.+ 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask if the Government would regard as 
a breach of the Anglo-German Agree 
ment the continued occupation of Man- 
churia by-—-- 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question. 
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ACTS--COMMITTEE’S 
REPORT. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if he can state what steps will be taken 
to give effect to the recommendations of 
the Departmental Committee on the 
working of the Patent Acts. 


PATENT 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp BaLtrour, Leeds, 
| Central): | have only just received the 
Report, and cannot make any statement 
on the subject at present. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY  (Sheftield, 
Hallam): 1 beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he can state 
when the Report and evidence of the 
Comittee on the working of the Patent 
Acts will be printed and circulated. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Report 
was circulated yesterday. The evidence 
will be presented in the course of a few 
days. 


BRUSSELS CONFERENCE ON 
PATENTS, ETC. 

Mr. STUART-WORTLEY : 1 beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether it is intended to present — to 
Parliament Papers relating to the Con 
ference of the International Union for 
the Protection of Industrial Property 
(Patents and Trade Marks), held at 
Brussels in’ December.” 1900. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : Yes, Sir. 


RAILWAY GOODS 
‘ES. 


ue 4 


GREAT EASTERN 
at 
Masor RASCH (Essex, Chehusford) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the 
rates charged by the Great Eastern Rail- 
way Company between Harwich and 
London are as follows, less sea freight : 
Cabbages, foreign 5s. 10d.. English 7s. 6d.; 
carrots, foreign 4s. 2d., English 7s. 6d. : 
potatoes, foreign 4s. 2d., English 7s. 6d. ; 
onions. foreign 2s. Gd., English 7s. Gd. ; 
apples, foreign nil, English L2s. Id. ; and 
whether he can bring pressure to bear on 
this company to equalise these preferential 
and differential charges. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 


| communicated with the Great Eastern 
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Company, and they inform me that they 
have carefully looked into the matter, 
and cannot find that they have any such 
rates in operation. The appropriate 
remedy laid down by law in eases of 
preferential rates for foreign produce will 
be found on reference to Section 27 (2) of 
the Railway and Canal Trattic Act, 1888. 


Masor RASCH: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that | have taken these 
figures from the Great Eastern Railway 
Company's own list / 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Lam not 
aware of that fact, and if there is any 


eause ot complaint it should be made 
Joard of Trade or to the 


either to the 
Railway and Canal Coninission. 


MALLAIG RAILWAY. 
Mr. WEIR: T beg to ask the President 


of the Board of Trade if he will state the 


cause of the delay in opening the new 
railway to Mallaig; is there a penalty 
clause for failure to complete the railway 
within the specified time ; and, if so, will 
he say why no penalty has been imposed ; 
has the railway yet been inspected by the 
Government inspectors ; 
when it will be opened. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The time 
limited by the Special Acts for the com- 
pletion of the line referred to does not 
expire until 31st July, 1902. The line 
has within the past few days been in- 
spected by an officer of the Board of 
Trade, and I am intormed that, subject to 
the Board’s sanction, the company pro- 
pose to open the line on the Ist April next. 


and can he say 


HORTICULTURAL EXPERIMENTS. 

sir JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster): | beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture whether he 
will consider the desirability of estab- 
lishing promological 
venient parts of the country for the 
purpose of making experiments in the 
growth of the apple and pear, so as to 
enable persons employed in the fruit in- 
dustry to obtain reliable information. 


stations in con- 


“THe PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpury, Pres 
ton): Stations tor agricultural and horti- 
cultural experiments have not hitherto 
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been established directly by the State 
itself, and in the case of apples and pears, 
which depend so much upon the climate 
in which they are grown, no one central 
station would be of much use. and it is 
only by local agency that experiment 
stations could be established in so many 
varying districts. Both in the North 
and South of England there are institu- 
tions aided either by the local taxation 
grants or by direct grants from the Board 
of Agriculture, in which experiments are 


‘made in the growth of pears and apples, 


and this appears to be the proper system 
to be adopted in those distriets such as 
Herefordshire, where there is a special 
interest in the growth of these fruits. 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION, 

sin JAMES RANKIN: [ beg to ask 
the Secretary of State tor the Tlome 
Department whether, having in’ view 
the trivial nature of some of the charges 
under the head of indictable offences 
brought before Courts of petty sessions, 
but which cannot be tried by such Courts 
without the consent of the defendant, he 
will consider the desirability of so amend- 
ing the law that some limited power be 
placed in the discretion of the Court of 
petty sessions as to the cases which should 
be dealt with summarily by the Court 
without the consent of the defendant. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE vor THe HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Jesse Coniincs, Birming- 
ham, Bordesley): The Secretary of 
State does not see his way to introduce 
any such legislation, which would neces- 
sarily be of a controversial nature, and 
would involve questions of considerable 
difficulty. 


TUBERCULOSIS. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): | 
heg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether the regula- 
tions issued by the Local Government 
Board for the guidance of sanitary officers 
in seizing meat from animals which have 


suffered from localised tuberculosis are 


intended as a model for adoption in bye- 
'aws by sanitary anthorities ; and. if so, 
whether he will grant a Return of the 
sanitary authorities which have adopted 
them as bye-laws 








857 


Ib 
Local 
alten 
of th 
on Tt 
they 
plac e 
Is pe 
whet! 
the o 
and \ 
Local 
conti 
soune 
saniti 
aware 
anu 
preve 
the « 
had 
locali 
Local 
recul 
othice! 
rities. 


TH! 
GOV 
LONG. 
state 
Roya 
Meml 
regar 
The ] 
pres¢l 
referr 
laid ¢ 
their 
Inspec 
cattle 
drew 
tles t 
autho 
ottice 
inspec 
princi 


TEA 


Mr. 
W.): 
the C 
whet] 
in Gr 
ment 
under 
(Supe 
has b 














87 (Juestions. 

[ beg also to ask the President of the 
Local Government whether his 
attention has been drawn to the portion 
of the Report of the Royal Commission 
on Tuberculosis, in which they state that 
they entertain no doubt that in certain 
places a great deal ol mieat 18 seized Ww hich 
is pertectly safe and wholesome food ; 
whether any compensation was paid to 
the owners for such unlawful seizures ; 
and what steps have been taken by the 
Local Government Board to prevent the 
continuance of such seizures of perfectly 
sound and wholesome food by ofticers of 
sanitary authorities ; whether he is also 
aware that the Royal Commission adopted 
a number of recommendations for the 
prevention of such unlawful seizures in 
the case of meat from animals which 
had suffered from tuberculosis of a 
localised character ; and whether the 
Local Government Board have issued 
regulations for the guidance of medical 
officers and inspectors of sanitary autho- 
rities. 


Soard 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Long, Bristol, S.): 1 am aware of the 
statements and recommendations of the 
Royal Commission alluded to by the hon. 
Member, but I have no information as 
regards the payment of compensation. 
The Local Government Board have not 
prescribed regulations on the subject 
referred to. The Royal Commission 
laid down certain principles which, in 
their opinion, should be observed in the 
inspection of tuberculous carcases of 
cattle: and the Board in March, 1899, 
drew the attention of sanitary authori- 
ties to this matter, and stated that the 
authorities should direct those of their 
ofticers who were employed as meat 
inspectors to act in accordance with the 
principles laid down by the Commission. 


TEACHERS’ DISABLEMENT ALLOW- 
ANCES. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether he can state how many teachers 
in Great Britain have received a disable- 
ment allowance during the vear 1900 
under the Elementary School ‘Teachers 
(Superannuation) Act, 1898 ; and what 
has been the total amount paid by the 
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Treasury for this purpose during the 
samme period. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
The answer tor 

DQ] teachers, 


Cambridge University) 
Rnghind and Wales 1 


£4,568 Ls, 2d. 


IRISH DRIFT SURVEY. 

Mr. FIELD: I bee to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether he can say when the 
Drift Survey, begun many years ago in 
England, will be finished, and when the 
survey of Ireland will be commenced. 


Sir J. GORST: It is impossible to 
say when the Drift Survey in England 
will be finished ; about one-third is done. 
The Drift Survey ot Ireland was com- 
pleted some years ago, but it needs re- 
vision in certain particulars, and is, as I 
stated yesterday, now under the con- 
sideration of the Board of Education. 


LEGITIMIST JACOBITE LEAGUE. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the First Commissioner of Works if he 
ean explain why the wreaths sent as 
usual, according to instructions, to the 
Ofticeof Works, by the Legitimist Jacobite 
League of Great Britain and Ireland. 
for the decoration of the statue of King 
Charles I. in Trafalgar Square, on the 
30th January last, were not placed upon 
the statue; and why the decoration of 
the King’s statue, after having been 
allowed for eight years, was this year 
prohibited. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS: (Mr. Akers DovuG as, Kent, 
St. Augustine's): I would remind the 
hon. Member that on the 30th January 
last our late revered Sovereign was lying 
dead, and the special circumstances of 
this case seemed to require that, for this 
oceasion. on grounds of good taste and 
feeling, the customary decoration should 
not take place. I may mention that one 
of the associations which ordinarily send 
wreaths voluntarily expressed its inten- 
tion of omitting the observance this 
year for that very reason. The usual 
intimation by the Office of Works, re- 
ferred to by the hon. Member, was given 
before the Queen’s death. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then I 
take it that the exception is made for this 
year only. 


[No answer was returned. | 


TELEPHONE CHARGES AT SHIELDS: 

Mr. LEVERTON HARRIS (Tyne- 
mouth): L beg to ask the Secretary to 
the ‘Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware 
that a charge of threepence is made to 
subseribers of the National Telephone 
Company tor telegraphing from North 
to South Shields and rice versa, whereas 
no charge whatever is made for tele- 
phoning trom  Neweastle-on-Tyne — to 
Gateshead, and, seeing that the National 
Telephone Company are prepared to 
undertake the service between North 
and South Shields and to make no extra 
charge tor communication, he will reeom- 
mend that the extra charge be abolished 
or permission be given to the National 
Telephone Company to undertake the 
service between North and South Shields. 


The FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THe TREASURY (Mr. AusTen  CHam- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The cases 
are different. Neweastle-on-Tyne and 
Gateshead are included in’ the same 
Telephone Exchange area, while North 
Shields and South Shields are in different 
Exchange areas. which are connected 
by means of the Post Office trunk 
wires. The charge of threepence is the 
minimum charge tor communication. by 
trunk wires. The extent of the North 
Shields and South Shields areas, as well 
as of the Neweastle-on-Tyne area, was 
fixed by the Postmaster General, in con- 
junetion with the National Telephone 
Company, and he is not prepared again 
tot ransfer the telephone business between 
North and South Shields to the Company. 


DUCHY OF CORNWALL ROYALTIES, 

Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether he will state how much 
of the £2,161 5s. 10d., stated in the Duchy 
of Cornwall Return for the year 1900 to 
have been received from royalty on coal 
raised in Somerset. was received from the 
lessees of the Farrington Gurney Colliery 
and how much from the lessees of the 
Clandown Colliery. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
have no information beyond that con- 
tained in the Parliamentary Return. 


Mr. STRACHEY : Does the hon. Gen- 
tleman mean he is unwilling or unable 
to furnish the information ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
have no information, except that con- 
tained in the Parliamentary Return, and 
I do not think it reasonable to eall for 
the detailed information. 


TRAWLING 
WATERS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state how many con- 
victions were obtained in the year 1900 
against persons engaged in illegal trawling 
in Scottish waters. and in how many 
instances there was a repetition of the 
offence by the same master ; will he state 
in how many cases the men elected to 
go to prison rather than pay the fines 
imposed ; and whether, in all cases, the 
trawling gear of convicted trawlers was 
confiseated. 


ILLEGAL IN| SCOTTISH 


*The LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : The infor- 
mation asked for in the first paragraph 
of the hon. Member's question is in course 
of preparation by the Fishery Board for 
Seotland, in answer to an Order of the 
House of Commons moved for by the 
hon. Member tor Orkney and Shetland. 
The information asked tor in the second 
and third paragraphs will be given in the 
Board’s forthcoming Annual Report. 

when will that 


Mr. WEIR: And 


Report be ready ? 


GRAHAM MURRAY: Next 


It is already in proof form. 


*Mr. A. 


week, | hope. 


Mr. WEIR: Will it be in the hands of 


Members before the Estimate is taken / 
MURRAY: |! 


*Mr.o A. GRAHAM 


hope so. 


[ILLEGAL TRAWLING IN BROAD BAY. 
Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the Lord 


Advocate whether the Secretary for Scot- 


‘land is aware that the Northern Light- 
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jouse Commissioners have agreed to | 
> 


allow their lightkeepers at) Tiumpan 
Head, Island of Lewis, to report to the 
fishery officer at Stornoway any trawlers 
observed illegally trawling in Broad Bay ; 
will the Fishery Board consider the ex- 
pediency of allowing each of the two light- 
keepers the remuneration of 30s. per 
annum for his services as suggested by 
the Lighthouse Commissioners ; and will 
arrangements be made for placing the 
lighthouse in telephonic communication 
with the post office at Portnaguran. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
matter has been fully considered by the 
Secretary for Scotland, and, as an expert- 
ment, it has been arranged with the 
Northern Light Commissioners that the 
keepers at Tiumpan = Lighthouse shall 
keep a diary with particulars of any case 
of illegal trawling which may come under 
their notice during the day. The re- 
muneration which should be given to the 
two light keepers for this extra duty is re- 
ceiving consideration, It is not at present 
proposed to go to the expense of putting 
the lighthouse in telephonie communica 
tion with the telegraph office. 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING OFF 
ISLAND OF FOULA. 
Mr. CATHCART 
and Shetland): [ beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether. seeing that informa- 
tion has been given to the Procurator 
Fiscal, Lerwick, that Messrs. James [sbis 
ter, Robert Manson, James Henry, and 
Andrew Henry, of the Island of Foula, 
Shetland. saw a trawler. PD 364. work- 
ing within the limits on 21st October, 
1900, he can state when the offender will 
he prosecuted. 


a hl . 
‘ 
“4 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Tam in- 
formed that this case will be brought to 
trial within a fortnight. [ am satisfied 
that the delay, which appears long, may 
he attributed to the difficulties of travel- 
ling which the Procurator Fiscal had to 
encounter. In winter the access to the 
Isle of Foula is always difficult and the 
means infrequent. The delay may pro- 
perly be attributed, not to the fault of the 
Procurator Fiscal, but to the geographi- 
cal peculiarities of the situation. 
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WASON (Orkney | 











862 
IN THE 


(Juestions. 


POULTRY BREEDING 
HIGHLANDS. 
Mr. WEIR: IT beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state whether the Con- 
gested Districts Board propose this year 
to distribute free sittings of eggs in the 
congested areas in each of the six High- 
land crofting counties, with a view to 
encourage and improve the breed of 
poultry : and will he say whether the ex- 
periments of last vear have on the whole 
proved successful. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: [T am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that the answer to the first para 
graph of the hon. Member's question 
is ves to people who are really likely to 
help the Congested Districts Board to im- 
prove the breed of poultry. And to the 
second paragraph ves, on the whole, 
though the difficulties and delays attend- 
ant on transit in the remoter districts are 
against complete success, 


AVOCH HARBOUR. 

Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate. in view of the faet that the 
existing harbour at) Avoch, Ross-shire, 
is in so dilapidated a condition that a 
number of fishing boats at anchor in 
the harbour have been destroyed, will 
he state whether the Fishery Board for 
Scotland can take aetion ; and. if not, 
will he say what steps should be taken 
to require the proprietor of the harbour 
to put the harbour in a proper state of 
repair. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: T am 
informed by the Fishery Board that 
they had taken action and negotiations 
were proceeding when the hon. Member 
stopped them by raising technical legal 
questions as to ownership. The Board 
have no power to require the proprietor 
of the harbour to put the harbour in 
a proper state ot repair. 


Mr. WEIR: L shall draw attention 
to this matter on the Estimates. 


GREENOCK BOARD SCHOOLS. 
Mr. J. FL X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
he is aware that the prizes purchased 
out of the local rates for the Greenock 
Board Schools are given for religious 
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knowledge according to the Presby- 
terian denomination, and that Roman 
Catholic children who are not sent to 
these schools are consequently deprived 
of a share in those prizes ; and whether, 
seeing that the Roman Catholies have 
to contribute to the local rates tor the 
education of the children of Presby- 
terians. and also have to build and main- 
tain schools for themselves, he will 
provide a remedy for this grievance, 
either by allocating prizes to all Govern- 
ment-inspected schools, based on average 
attendance, or by abolishing the pur- 
chase of prizes out of the local rates, 
according to the course adopted at 
Paisley. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Department has no power to interfere 
with the diseretion of school boards 
in regard to the purchase of prizes out 
of the School Fund for pupils in public 
schools; nor has it funds at its disposal 
for allocating prizes to the pupils of 
all inspected schools. But the general 
question which the hon. Member per- 
haps wishes to raise on a_ particular 
case is not one which can be treated 
by question and answer in this House. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I should 
like to point out that this question has 
been very severely edited at the Table. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question was 
shown to me. and I was informed that 
the hon. Member objected to 
alterations that had been made in it. 
There has since been no opportunity 
of pointing out to the hon. Member 
that all that was cut out was irregular 
and dealt with questions of opinion. 
The gist of the question has not been 
altered in the least. 


some 


SCOTTISH SHERIFFS’ SALARIES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether the Report 
of the Committee appointed to inquire 
into the question of increasing the 
salaries of sheriffs in Scotland has yet 
been considered ; and, if so, will he state 
the character of the decision. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The , 
matter, which is one of much difficulty, | 
is still under consideration. 
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Mr. WEIR: 
wlready been 
years ! 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Report has only been under considera- 
tion a few weeks. 


Has not this matter 
under consideration two 


LIMERICK LUNATIC ASYLUM. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): 1 beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the sum 
of £1,596 6s. 7d. due to the Committee 
of Management of the Limerick Lunatic 
Asylum for maintenance of patients in 
that institution from the Ist January 
to the 3lst March, 1899, and certified 
by the Loeal Government Board Auditor 
as the amount due, will be paid out of 
the Irish Local Taxation Account ; and, 
if so, when will the money be available. 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I have 
nothing to add to my reply to the ques- 
tion previously addressed to me by the 
hon. Member on this subject. 


Mr. LUNDON: As this is a matter 
which seriously affects my constituents, 
cannot the right hon. Gentleman give 


an answer ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not a ques. 
tion which can be dealt with by means 
of question and answer across the floor 
of the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether the 
money is due or not ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: IT am quite sure 


it is not due. 


DONEGAL SUB-LAND COMMISSION. 

Mr. BOYLE (Donegal, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state when the Sub-Commission will sit 
at Stranorlar, county Donegal, to hear 
the sixty-nine land cases which have 
been listed for hearing since January 
last. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On the 2nd April. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
APPEAL. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : I beg to 


WEXFORD 


jask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the documents on which the 
Irish Court of Appeal based their judg- 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware 
| of any such intention, but perhaps the 
| hon. Member will put the question down. 


ment in the case of the Wexford County | 


Council v. The Local Government Board | 
for Ireland were circulars of the Board, | 
copies of which were sent to every county | 


council in Ireland ; and whether, seeing 
that it was in accordance with those 
circulars that the salaries of certain local 
officers were fixed in most of the thirty- 
three administrative counties of Ireland, 
and in view of the fact that the Court of 
Appeal has declared the principles laid 
down in the documents referred to 
erroneous and illegal, it is intended to 
maintain the sealed orders which are 
based upon them. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am unable to 
accept the hon. Member’s representation 
of the precise grounds of the decision of 
the Irish Court of Appeal in the cases 
mentioned. It is impossible to describe 
in the form of an answer to a question 
the exact position in which matters now 
stand and the proceedings which it may 
be necessary to take in the future, and I 
think it would be better to defer all 
explanation until the whole question can 
be discussed on the Appropriation Bill. 


IRISH WORKHOUSE AMALGAMATION. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state how many 
workhouses have been amalgamated in 
Ireland since 1888, and the rates for 
the two years preceding the amalgama- 
tion as well as the two years succeeding 
amalgamation, and, if a union has been 
divided when amalgamation took place, 
whether he can give the rates on the 
divided portions for two years before 
and after amalgamation. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Two unions have 
been dissolved since 1888—namely, 
Gortin and Glin. I will communicate 
the information desired on the incidence 
of the rates to the hon. Member ; it 
could not be conveniently given in the 
form of a reply to a question. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
Do the Government intend to put 
forward any general scheme of amalga- 
mation for the unions of Ireland ? 
[FOURTH SERIES. ] 


VOL. XCI. 


IRISH BOARD OF AGRICULTURE— 

HORSE BREEDING. 
Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
|Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the dissatis- 
faction in Ireland amongst the stallion 
owners, in connection with the refusal 
and admission of thoroughbred stallions 
under the new Board of Agriculture, he 
will state on whom the responsibility 
rests regarding the decisions of the fitness 
or rejection of horses in connection with 
this scheme ; and what are the qualifica- 
tions necessary for the performance ot 
such duties. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The responsibility 
rests in the Department of Agriculture. 
It was exercised, in respect of the general 
suitability of stallions, in accordance with 
certificates furnished by Captain Tuthill, 


Mr. A. R. Bourne, and Captain C. D. 
Featherstonhaugh, and, in respect of 
soundness, upon the certificates of, 


Messrs. Cleary, Rea, Winter, and Byrne, 
veterinary surgeons. 


NURSES IN 
HOUSES. 
Mr. DALY: L beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state if the 
sealed Order of the 4th March issued to 
the boards of guardians in reference to 
the appointment of trained nurses in 
workhouses gives the Local Government 
Board the power to appoint as many 
ofticers for the workhouses as they think 
fit without consulting the guardians ; 
and if so, can he state what the guardians’ 
duties will be if they have no power to 
refuse to make appointments which they 
consider unnecessary ; and if it will be 
necessary for every board of guardians 


TRAINED IRISH WORK- 


-in Ireland to take legal steps to upset this 


sealed order, as the Armagh guardians 
are about doing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The sealed Order 
of the 4th February confers no new 
power on the Board. The Order was 
made in pursuance of Section 31 of the 
Poor Relief Act, 1838. The powers of 
the guardians will be to select a proper 
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person for filling any office deemed 


necessary for the well-being of the sick 
poor. The answer to the second para- 
graph is in the negative. The Board 
will be guided by the decision of the 
Lord Lieutenant in Council on the 
Armagh case, and, as | have already 
stated, any representations that may be 
made by local authorities against the 
Order will be carefully considered by the 
Board. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the Local 
Government Board have refused to 
sanction the appointment of persons 
deseribed as half-qualified, and thereby 
upset the action of the guardians ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The duty of the 
Local Government Board is to retuse to 
sanction the appointment of those they 
hold to be not qualified. 


Mr. DALY: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the Local Government 
Board is in conflict with the boards -of 
guardians because they refuse to sanction 
the appointment of persons the guardians 
deem to be qualified ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: | am not aware of 
that. I deeply regret it, but I am glad 
to say that many boards have recognised 
that the Loeal Government Board have 
acted in their interests. a 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT 
STRANORLAR. 
Mr. BOYLE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether he can 
state when the representation was first 
made and approved of for building 
fifteen labourers’ cottages in the Stranor- 
lar Rural District, county Donegal ; 
whether he is aware that the Local 
Government Board inspector only held 
the inquiry regarding same on the 27th 
November, 1900; and can he state 
the cause of the delay of the Loeal 
Government Board in issuing the Pro- 
visional Order for same. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board has no 
information on the subject of the first 
paragraph. The Improvement Scheme 


was signed in July last ; the documents 
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in complete form were lodged with the 
Board in November, and the inquiry was 
held. There has been no delay on the 
part of the Board ; a draft of the Pro- 
visional Order will be before the Council 
at its next meeting. 


INNISHOWEN COAST--HAKBOUR 
ACCOMMODATION, 

Mr. OTDOHERTY (Donegal, N.): | 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if the atten- 
tion of the Irish Government has been 
directed to the request by the Congested 
Districts Board tor Ireland some months 
ago to take into consideration the pro- 
vision of adequate harbour accommoda- 
tion on the north coast of Innishowen. 
and to the opinion of the Board that deep 
sea fishing at Malin Head and Glengad 
cannot be properly developed without 
such harbour ; and, seeing that hundreds 
of families in these districts depend solely 
for support upon the deep-sea fishing 
which during the winter, owing to the 
absence of a suitable harbour. could not 
be carried on with safety, and that some 
of the piers in these districts, which were 
built partly out of moneys-locally supplied, 
but aecording to plans and sites selected 
by the Board of Works, which piers 
were designated on the cutting of the 
first sod of the Carndonagh Line of Rail- 
way by his predecessor as dry land piers, 
whether compensation will be made by 
the Government for the money thus 
expended by the Board of Works by a 
grant being given for the construction 
of a harbour, as recommended by the 
Congested Districts Board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Congested 
Districts Board has expressed the opinion 
that the fishing industry cannot be largely 
developed on coast of Donegal unless a 
harbour of refuge be constructed. The 
natural facilities for such a harbour are 
not great, and its cost would be in excess 
of any sum which the Board could pro- 
vide. Under these circumstances, the 
project is one which can only be von- 
sidered in connection with similar pro- 
jects of considerable magnitude. 


Mr. O’7DOHERTY : I asked if repre- 
sentations had been made by the Con- 
gested Districts Board to the Irish 
Government in favour of a grant from 
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imperial funds tor the construction of a 
harbour of refuge. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said that 
the Board have expressed an opinion that 
these fisheries cannot be much developed 
without such a harbour. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman send down an engineer 
to inspec: and report ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I see no objection 
to that, as a work of this magnitude 
could carried out with local 
means alone. 

Mr. ODOHERTY: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered the latter 
part of my question. 


not be 


Mr. WYNDHAM: With all respect, 


J have answered it as fully as I can. 


LIMAVADY WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. O DOHERTY: | beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland will he explain why the Loeal 
Government Board have threatened the 
Limavady Rural District Council to take 
action under Section 15 of the Public 
Health (Ireland) Act, 1896, should the 
district council not proceed with a scheme 
or providing a water supply near the 
Ballvkelly Railway Station, a rural 
district, not a town, although the existing 
water supply is satisfactory in quantity 
and quality to all parties in the district, 
including the sanitary officer of the 
district, who is also the medical officer, 
who has so certified that the water supply 
is fit for domestic use ; was due inquiry 
made by the Board into the question 
whether the district council have been 
guilty of any default with reference to 
said water supply; and, if so, was an 
Order made by the said Board limiting 
the time for the performance of what 
the Local Government Board consider 
the duty of the district council ; and will 
h+ state who held this inquiry, and upon 
whose complaint did the Local Govern- 
ment Board move in this matter. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: A formal 


com- 


plaint under Section 15 of the Act of 
1896 was made to the Board by residents 
t the district, including a rural district 


{22 Marcu 1901} 





870 


councillor, in October last. The rural 
council decline to take any steps towards 
improving the water supply, and the 
3oard has intimated that it may be com- 
pelled to proceed under the enactment 
referred to. The Report of the Medical 
Ofticer of Health tended to show that 
the stream trom which the water supply 
is taken is polluted. A public inquiry 
in pursuance of Section 15 has not yet 
been held. 


Questions. 


CANAL HARBOUR, LONG- 
FORD. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: [ beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
any resolution on the subject of the un- 
protected and dangerous state of the 
Royal Canal Harbour at Longford has 
heen received from the County Longtord 
Agricultural and ‘Teehnical Industries 
Committee, and will he arrange that the 
section of the Agriculture (Ireland) Act. 
1899, therein referred to will be given 
effect to by the Railway and Canal Com- 
mission. 


ROYAL 


Mr. WYNDHAM: At the request ot 
my right hon. triend | will reply to this 
question. The resolution referred to 
has been received by the Department of 
Agriculture, who have been advised that 
the matter is not one in which action 
can be taken under Section 17 of the Act 
of 1899. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any riders of 
coroners’ juries at inquests held on the 
bodies of persons drowned in the Canal 
Harbour, Longford, have recently been 
received at his office, asking for a rail 
fence to be put round this harbour so as 
to protect human life; whether he is 
aware that within the past ten years 
seven persons have been drowned in it ; 
and will he consider the advisability of 
extending the Canals Protection (London) 
Act to Lreland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Six persons have 
been drowned in the Canal Harbour 
within the past ten years. No ex- 
pressions of opinion on the part of the 
coroners juries to the effect mentioned 
have been recently received by me. I 
have not had an opportunity of con- 
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Question - 


sidering whether it is desirable, or neces- 
sary. that the Act referred to should 
be applied to Ireland. I will look into 
the matter. 


Mr. FARRELL: [i a Bill is introduced, 
will the right hon. Gentleman facilitate 


its passage ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot give an 


undertaking until I have considered 
the character and necessity ot such 
legislation. 


LONGFORD RESIDENT MAGISTRATE. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: | beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the date of Mr. Kilkelly’s appointment 
as resident Longford, 
what is his salary, and whether he is 
allowed any travelling expenses ; and 
is there a rule that resident magistrates 
who are in charge of a district for seven 
vears shall then be changed to another 
district. 


miagist rate ot 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Mr. Kilkelly was 
appointed resident magistrate for the 
Longford district on the Ist February, 
1892. His salary is £550 a vear, and he 
is allowed his travelling expenses outside 
a radius of fifteen miles from his station. 
The answer tothe second paragraph is in 
the negative. 


BANSHA GRAVEYARD. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 5.) : I 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, with regard 
to the inquiry which has been ordered 
to be held in the board room at Tipperary 
on Wednesday. the 27th instant, into the 
overcrowded state of the Bansha grave- 
yard, at which many witnesses will 
necessarily have to be examined, whether, 
for the convenience of the many parties 
interested. he would have the inquiry 
held in Bansha. where the court house 
would be found suitable for the 
purpose. 


most 


Me. WYNDHAM: It will be open to 
the inspector to adjourn the inquiry to 
Bansha if he finds this course desirable, 
and I have caused the suggestion of the 
hon. Member to be communicated to him. 
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Questions. 


DROMARD PETTY SESSIONS. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: L beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how many times a year Courts of 
petty sessions, including sessions held 
by the Chairman of the Town Commis- 
sioners under the operation of the Towns 
Improvement Act. are held in Dromard, 
and what are the reasons which District 
Inspector Clayton, of Banbridge. gives 
to the Inspector General tor not attend- 
ing these sessions ; whether he is aware 
that this ofticer spends most of his time 
in his own recreations instead of dis- 
charging his duty, and during the 
greater part of last September and 
October was incapacitated through an 
injury incurred in’ such recreations ; 
and whether he will lay upon the Table 
copies of Monthly Return No. &, as filled 
up by District Inspector Clayton and 
forwarded to the Inspector General. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The petty sessions 
are held monthly. | have already stated 
that this officer's absences from petty 
sessions have been accounted for to the 
satisfaction of the Inspector General, and 
that he is not required to attend the 
sessions if he has more urgent duty to 
discharge elsewhere. [| have no informa- 
tion as to the second paragraph. The 
reply to the third paragraph is in the 
negative. 


LURGAN DISTURBANCES. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuw- 
tenant of Ireland if he is aware that a 
Nationalist procession was on St. Patrick's 
Day attacked in Lurgan; can he state 
how many people were injured and _ the 
nature of their wounds ; and how many 
arrests have been made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
that when this procession was passing 
through Lurgan a few stones were 
thrown from both the Nationalist and 
So far as the police 
have been able to ascertain, one person. 
a girl, was injured somewhat severel\ 
in the head. One arrest has been made. 


and the case will be investigated by the 
magistrates at petty sessions on the 16th 


April. 
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NORTH DONEGAL FISHERIES. 

Mr. O DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
memorial was received some time ago by 
the Congested Districts Board from the 
fishermen and inhabitants of the Fannet 
peninsula of North Donegal requesting 
the Board to erect a boatslipat Araheera, 
a port frequented by fishermen, and 
pointing out that, owing to the absence 
of a boatslip, the fishermen could not 
take advantage of the herring fishing 
when plentiful in the waters about the 
headland ; and, seeing that the said port 
was inspected some time ago by a member 
ot the Congested Districts Board, whether 
he can state what his report to the Board 
was, and whether the Board will carry 
out the proposed work. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The site of the 
suggested work has been visited by a 
member of the Congested Districts 
Board, but I cannot disclose his Report. 
The matter will be further considered 
by the Board at an early meeting. 


IRISH RAILWAY GUARANTEES. 

Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether ratepayers in Ireland are en- 
titled under the Local Government Act, 
IS9S, to deduct half the amount payable 
by them in respect of railway guarantees 
such as the guarantee for the Southern 
Railway from Clonmel to Thurles. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): This is an abstract question as to 
the proper construction of certain sec- 
tions of the Local Government Act, 
IS98, and other statutes affecting the 
respective liabilities of landlord and 
tenant, and not relating to the admini- 
stration of the Criminal Law or the action 
of any Department of the Irish Govern- 
ment. I must therefore respectfully 
decline to answer it. 

PROPOSED IRISH DEPARTMENT AT 

THE BOARD OF TRADE. 

Mr. FIELD : | beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether it is in- 
tended to establish an Irish Department 
at the Board of Trade. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
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COUNTY DOWN POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. DALY : | beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury. as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he is aware that 
English and Scotch letters posted in 

| Ballvroney, Katesbridge, and neighbour- 
_ hood, county Down, are collected about 
5 o'clock in the afternoon, brought to 
Newry, and remain there until the next 
day before being forwarded, three days 
from time of collection to delivery being 
thus required ; and if he will take steps 
to prevent such delay in future. 


Que stions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
English and Scotch letters despatched 
from Ballyroney at 5.55 p.m. and from 
Katesbridge at 5 p.m. reach Newry at 
9.10 p.m., and are forwarded thence 
early the following morning in time for 
despatch by the day mail from Dublin, 
reaching London and many other places 
in time for delivery the same evening. 
If posted at Ballyroney by 7.30 a.m. 
letters for England and Scotland would 
be delivered on the tollowing morning. 
According to the latest returns the 
existing services to Ballvroney and Kates- 
bridge are maintained at a considerable 
loss, and the Postmaster General regrets 
that he would not be justified in incurring 
additional expense for the purpose of 
improving them. 


Mr. DALY: Am I to understand it 
does not take three days from the time 
of posting to that of delivery ? 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


understand it does not. 


Mr. DALY: I shall put another 
question, for | am not satisfied with the 
reply. 


Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that English and Scotch letters 
take almost three days from the time 
that they are posted until they are de- 
livered in Ballyroney and Katesbridge, 
county Down; and if he will take steps 
to have these mails sent on from Newry, 
which is the head office for the district, 
to Ballyroney and Katesbridge by either 
rail, car, or bicycle. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Letters sent from England and Scotland 
by night mail reach Ballyroney at 5.55 
p.m. on the following evening, and can 
then be obtained on application at the 
post office. As there is no second post 
in the day to Katesbridge, such letters 
do not reach that place until the second 
day after posting. The question of 
establishing a second post to Katesbridge 
and an earlier arrival in the afternoon 
at Ballyroney was recently considered, 
but it was found that the circumstances 
did not warrant the cost. 


PORTUMNA POSTMAN. 


Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): L beg to 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 


representing the Postmaster General, 


whether he isaware that Thomas Madden, | 


Portumna. county Galway. resigned his 
position as postman after twenty-four 
years service on a representation made 
to him by the local postal authorities 
that he was to receive a pension, and 
has since been notified that he is not 
entitled to one ; and whether, seeing that 
this postman received four badges for 


good conduct during his service and 
previously during nineteen vears service | 


in the Army received five war medals 
with three clasps. together with four 
badges for good conduct. his claim for a 
pension will be reconsidered. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Ot 
the twenty-four years service rendered 
by Thomas Madden sixteen years were 
in the employment, not of the Depart- 
ment, but of the sub-postmaster of Por- 
tumna, and it was only in 1891 that he 
was employed by the Postmaster General 
as an unestablished postman. As he 
did not hold a Civil Service certificate 
he was ineligible for pension, but if he 
had completed fifteen years whole-time 
service as an unestablished postman he 
would have been eligible for the grant 
of a Compassionate Gratuity on retire- 
ment under the Superannuation Act. 
When his became such 
that he was no longer efficient he was 
given three months notice that it would 
be necessary to discontinue his employ- 
ment, and no promise of either a pension 
or gratuity was made to him ; but par- 
ticulars of his entire service were called 


sick absences 
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for in order that the case might be 
thoroughly examined. As, however, 


Madden had nine years service only as 
an unestablished postman, the  Post- 
master General was, he very much 
regrets, unable to obtain a gratuity for 
him on retirement. Madden is, it may 
be stated, in receipt of an Army pension. 


Mr. ROCHE: But is it not the fact 
that this man served the Post Office for 


a considerable number of years ? 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: That 
| may be so, but the Postmaster General 
| has no power to confer pensions for 
| unestablished service in the Post Office. 


DUBLIN SORTING OFFICE 
DEFALCATIONS. 

FIELD: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 
presenting the Postmaster General, 
whether the present Controller of the 
Dublin Sorting Office is held responsible 
which occurred under 
his control, and whether the Department 
has decided that he shati make good 
the amount of some £1,600 to the 
Revenue; whether this official more 
recently misstated the facts in connec- 
tion with complaints made by certain 
emploveesofthe Department ; and whether 
the Postmaster General contemplates 
allowing this official to permanently 
occupy the position of control which he 


Mr. 


at present holds. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Controller of the Dublin Sorting Office 
has been informed that he is liable to be 
called upon to make good certain defal- 
cations which have lately occurred, in 





lone of the officers 


consequence of frauds committed by 
under his control. 
There is no ground whatever for sug- 
gesting that he has on any occasion 
been guilty of wilful misstatement ; and 
there is no question of removing him 
from his present post. 


ENNISKILLEN POST OFFICE. 
Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 


whether the new post office in Enniskillen 





has vet been opened for the transaction 
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of public business ; and, if not, will he 
state the date at which it will be opened 
and whether a sub-oftice will be opened 
for the accommodation of the west side 
of the town on the removal of the prin- 
cipal office to the new premises in the 
east end. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The new post office at Enniskillen has not 
yet been opened for the transaction of 
public business. It is expected that the 
buildings will be finished in about a 
month. The question of opening a sub- 
office for the accommodation of the west 
end of the town on the removal of the 
head post office will be taken into con- 
sideration when the removal has been 
carried out. 


WEST cians: AND IRISH HOME 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether his attention has been called to 
a meeting held last year in Perth, West 
Australia, at which a resolution was 
passed to the effect that, in view of the 
services rendered by Irishmen to the 
British Empire, the time is opportune 
tor «a further attempt to recognise the 
claims of the Irish nation to self-govern- 
ment, in a form similar to that enjoyed 
by the Australian subjects of the Empire ; 
and whether he has received a copy of 
this resolution at the Colonial Office, and 
whether any reply has been sent to it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I received a 
copy of the resolution from the Governor 
of Western Australia last year, and 
acknowledged its receipt, informing the 
Governor that it had been laid before the 
Queen. 


MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS [IN THE 
TWO HOUSES—SUGGESTED  TELE- 
PHONIC COMMUNICATION, 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to ask 
the First Commissioner of Works whether 
he will arrange for telephonic communi- 
cation between the Government Benches 
in the Houses of Lords and Commons, 
to facilitate Ministers in answering ques- 
tions about which it may be necessary 
they should in emergencies consult, 
with the object of having the same in- 


formation supplied to both Houses of | 


Parliament. 


occur. 
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Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : No, Sir. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Cannot 
the right hon. Gentleman devise some 
means of communication so that we may 
have the information this House is 
entitled to ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire. 
Rugby): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, seeing that an import 
ant statement was made vesterday at 
half-past four in the House of Lords, ot 
which nothing was known by Ministers 
in this House at twenty minutes to six, he 
can arrange in future to afford this House 
the same information as is given in 
another place. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester. 
E.) : The Government are always anxious 
that this House should be at no disad- 
vantage in comparison with the other 
House with regard to information. 
But the hon. Gentleman has put his 
question under some misconception as tc 
what really took place yesterday. The 
language of the question almost indicates 
that the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs had volunteered a statement in 
the other House, and that no correspond- 
ing statement was volunteered here: 
in other words, that the Government 
took the initiative in the House of Lords. 
I agree that it would be most improper 
for the Government to volunteer to the 
House of Lords a more or less elaborate 
statement on a question of foreign policy 
while no parallel course was taken in this 
House. But that is not what happened. 
What happened was that when Lord 
Lansdowne reached the House of Lords 
at half-past four o'clock yesterday, private 
notice of a question was given by Lord 
Spencer. That question was answered 
by Lord Lansdowne at a time when, 
usually, this House has completed the 
business of the day as far as questions 
and answers are concerned. It is to be 
regretted, no doubt, that such an instance 
should occur ; but so long as you leave 
to each House the privilege of putting 
questions without previous notice, some 
accident of this kind is almost certain to 
On the whole, I should say that 
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it is not this House so much as the other 
House which has suffered most by the 
system. It has constantly happened 
that the Secretary of State for War or 
for the Colonies has been met on coming 
here with private notice of a question 
which he was prepared to answer, and 
which he has answered, without having 
the opportunity of communicating with 
his colleagues in the other House. That 
is what occurred yesterday, and, unless 
you are never to answer a question with- 
out notice, | do not see how such an 
accident can be avoided. I can give the 
House a positive assurance that we shall 
do our very best to see that all information 
of public interest which is conveyed to the 
other House shall at the same time be con- 
veyed to this House. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
Boroughs): May I ask why, if Lord Lans- 
downe was prepared with the answer in 
the other House, the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not prepared with an answer 
in this House ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lord Lansdowne 
was asked when he came down whether 
he could answer the question. I was 
never given any notice of the putting of 
the question at alt. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): Does the right hon. Gentleman 
say that Lord Spencer had not previously 
given notice of the question ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. Sir, 1t was 
private notice. I had had no notice at all, 
or | should have done my best to give the 
House information. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS ; My question 
was why, if Lord Lansdowne was prepared 
with an answer in the other House, the 
noble Lord was not prepared with 
similar information for this House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That seems to 
be a most unreasonable question. It is 
impossible to expect anyone but the head 
of a Department to have, in the form 
which ean at once be given to the public, 
the latest information on every matter. 
No doubt there was present to the mind 
of the Under Secretary the telegram on 
which Lord Lansdowne based his answer ; 
but if my noble friend had received notice 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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of the question he would have had to con- 
sult Lord Lansdowne as to the form of 
the answer. 


*Mr. CORRIEGRANT : The right hon, 
Gentleman does not appreciate the point 
of the complaint. The statement of the 
Foreign Secretary was made at half- 
past four in the House of Lords, and 
what I wanted to suggest was that when 
a statement of that kind has been made in 
the House of Lords the Foreign Secretary 
should see that the information is con- 
veyed to the House of Commons; 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Yes, Sir, I think 
it would be a very good plan if, when any 
statement has been made in one House, 
communication of the fact should be made 
to the other House. But according to 
all practice and precedent the Foreign 
Secretary had every reason to think 
that we in this House had long passed the 
stage when it is possible to deal with such 
a matter by way of question and answer. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Under Secretary had received private 
notice of the question from the hon. 
Member for West Waterford some hours 
before ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member is mistaken. Private notice of a 
question was sent to my noble friend. 
That question was not in my noble friend's 
Department, but in that of the Secretary 
of State for India, and he answered it. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman give an assurance 
that for the future the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs will put his repre- 
sentative in this House at once in posses- 
sion of the important information which 
may come to him, so that that informa- 
tion may be conveyed simultaneously 
to both Houses ? 


| No answer was returned. ] 


PROPOSED QUESTION LIMITATION. 

Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on Tyne) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if, in order to facilitate the business of the 
House, he will consider the advisability 
of amending the Standing Orders so that 
no Member shall be entitled to ask more 
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than one question in any day, and that 
no Member be entitled to speak for more 
than twenty minutes on any Bill, Amend- 
ment, Resolution, or Motion unless the 
House consents to grant an extension 
of time. 


Major RASCH: Before the right 
hon. Gentleman answers will he kindly 
consider the resolution moved by me on 
this subject and carried by a majority 
of three to one, although we had to except 
the two Front Benches ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not carry 
in my memory the exact circumstances 
attending the debate to which my_ hon. 
and gallant friend refers. But he has 
more than once drawn the attention of 
the House to this question, and has sug- 
gested that there should be a time-limit 
to speeches. Although the proposal met 
with considerable sympathy from all 
parts of the House, it was also felt that it 
woud be a new limitation upon the 
general flexibility of debate, which certainly 
the House ought not to adopt without 
much fuller consideration and without, 
perhaps, even more painful experiences 
than those which we have gone through. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE—EASTER 
HOLIDAYS. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): | beg 
toask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he can now state when the House will rise 
for the Easter Recess and meet again 
for the despatch of business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I had_ better 
defer any statement on this matter till 
next week. Perhaps the hon. Member 
will put down the question for Monday 
or Tuesday. 

HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 

Order for Second Reading upon Thurs- 
day, 18th April, read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTAN- 


TIATION.—That they have come to the 


following Resolution, namely: ~ That 


it is desirable that a Joint Committee of 


(22 Marcu 1901} 
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| both Houses be appointed to consider 
the Declaration required of the Sovereign. 
on His Accession, by the Bill of Rights 
(1 Will. IIL., cap. 2,s. 1); and to report 
whether its language can be modified 
advantageously, without diminishing its 
efficacy as a security for the maintenance 
of the Protestant Succession.” 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“ An Act to constitute the town of Duns 
to be the head burgh or county town of 
Berwickshire.” Berwickshire County 
Town Bill. [Lords. } 

BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN 

BILL [Lorps}. 

Read the first time; and referred to 

the Examiners of Petitions tor Private 


Bills. 


MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS IN THE 
TWO HOUSES. 
[Morion FOR ADJOURNMENT. | 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN (Stir 


ling Burghs) rose in his place, and asked 
leave to move the adjournment of the 
House tor the purpose of discussing 
a definite matter of urgent public im- 
portance, namely, “the failure vesterday 
of His Majesty's Government to give to 
this House information on a_ critical 
situation in foreign affairs. while such 
communication was made to the other 
House of Parliament ”; but the pleasure 
of the House not having been signified, 
Mr. SPEAKER called on those Members 
who supported the motion to rise in 
their places, and not less than forty 
Members having accordingly risen— 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The brief conversation which took place 
a few minutes ago on the subject ot 
question and answer has thrown addi- 
tional light on this subject. It is hardly 
necessary for me to recite the actual 
facts of the case, because they are within 
the memory of those present. But it is 
a matter which can cause no surprise 
either to the House or to the Government 
that some notice should be taken of 
what has occurred, in order to vindicate 
what has always been regarded as the 
clear right of this House, and to prevent 
by lapse of attention a precedent from 
being established on the ground of any- 
thing that occurred yesterday. The fact 
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is that a certain statement was made to not of months, weeks, or days, but appas 
the House of Lords on a matter regarding rently of hours and almost of minutes, 


which the public attention was stretched 
almost to its utmost limit. a matter 


which was exciting the greatest and 
most critical alarm throughout the 


country; and, on a question being 
addressed to the Governmenta short space 
of time afterwards in this House. they 
protessed to have no information what- 
ever to communicate upon a matter 
of public importance—namely. the events 
in China. That in itself is a question 
capable of two separate explanations. 
I do not know that if | give the Govern- 
ment the choice of these two explana- 


tions they will find themselves very 
well off, whichever of the two they 
accept. It may have been that they 


deliberately and of their own know- 
ledge intended, and thought it a 
proper thing on their part to do, to 
conceal or refrain from communicating 
to this House information which a 
member of the Government was at the 
same time communicating to the other 
House. That — is interpretation 
ot what happened. But there ts 
another, and I not sure that 
the second interpretation is not 
the more probable of the two. It 
may be that the representatives of the 
Government in this House were unaware 
of the facts which were being communi- 
cated in the other House. I wish to 
point out to the House that this is almost 
a more serious breach of the rights and 
privileges of this House than that which 
I have spoken of as the former alternative. 
We have neither the Prime Minister nor 
the Minister for Foreign Affairs present 
in this House. We have an Under Sec- 
retary for Foreign Affairs who. subject 
to very strict limitations. answers, and 
answers extremely well, all the questions 
addressed to him ; but we have also here 
the Leader of the House, the First Lord of 
the Treasury; and I maintain that, in the 
absence of the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs and of the Prime Minister. 
we are entitled to look to the Leader of 
the House as the most important member 
of the Government in the House, and as 
the personage fully informed upon all 
questions of urgency in connection with 
Foreign Affairs. 


one 


atn 


Here was an urgent matter if ever 
there was one. 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 


Two forces were arrayed almost in the 
face of each other, and at any moment a 
foolish act might have precipitated a con- 
flict between two Great Powers. Am J 
to be told that while that is the condition 
of things the Leader of the House, to 
whom we are to look for full information, 
was not aware of the communications 
which had passed either from St. Peters- 
burg to London or from London to St. 
Petersburg! Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman will be able to tell us, what 
does not appear, | think, very clearly at 
present, when the despatch was received 
from St. Petersburg and when it was 
answered, because it seems to me that if 
that was done within a considerable inter- 
val of time before the meeting of the 
House yesterday, it was the bounden duty 
of those responsible to have intormed the 
First Lord of the Treasury, in order that 
he might be able to answer any question 
which might be addressed to him ona 
matter upon which a question was almost 
certain to be put in such a state of publie 
opinion as existed. It is on that condi- 
tion alone that the House of Commons 
can maintain its hold over and power of 
influencing the conduct of foreign affairs. 
We receive from the Under Secretary, as 
[ have already said, information on 
matters of detail ; but when it comes toa 
question of great urgency and of a critical 
nature, under such circumstances we look 
for something more than that, and we do 
not expect to be put aside with the usual 
technical excuse about want of notice, 
when, as we have now found, at the 
moment the Government were in posses- 
sion of the full information. If they did 
not communicate it to the House it was 
either because in the opinion of the 
Government it was not necessary to pay 
the House of Commons the compliment 
of making that communication, or be- 
cause the members of the Government 
who sit here and represent the Govern- 
ment were not themselves aware of what 
had occurred. I have spoken of this as 
an alternative, but I cannot wish the 
right hon. Gentleman joy whichever of 
the two options he accepts. 

I think at least that we are entitled to 
call upon the right hon. Gentleman to 
give some fuller explanation than has yet 


It was a matter, been given of these circumstances, which 
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a strange light on the rela- 
tions between the executive Govern- 
ment in this House, and which I 
think deserve the immediate attention 
which I have asked the House to give. 
[ do not wish to say a word in dero- 
gation of the dignity and importance 
of the other House of Parliament, but this 
House, after all, has most to do with the 
conduct of the affairs of this country. It 
is here that we ought to have the first 
and fullest information upon all critical 
matters on which the mind of the country 
is greatly exercised ; and I think the right 
hon. Gentleman will be glad to take the 
opportunity which this motion offers him 
of explaining more fully than he has vet 
heen able to do the reasons why yesterday 
he appeared to depart from that which 
seemed to be due to the dignity and 
interests of the House of Commons. 


throw 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
* That this House do now adjourn.” 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester. E.): J 
must say, with all respect to the right 
hon. Gentleman in his personal capacity 
and as leader of a great party, that I do 
not think I ever heard the adjournment 
ot the House moved on a more frivolous 
pretext than that which he has just 
stated. After all, in the course of what 
the right hon. Gentleman called the ques- 
tion and the answer across the floor of the 
House the fullest information was given 
by me of all the circumstances connected 
with this affair, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man has not remembered what those cir- 
He seems to think 
that we were in the position in which Lord 
Lansdowne was in the other House ; that 
is to say, that we had received, as he had 
received, private notice of a question on 
the subject. But we received no notice 
at all, and when the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon Boroughs asked whether we 
were going to make a statement similar 
to that made by Lord Lansdowne we 
had not the slightest idea what the state- 
ment was, and we could not have the in- 
formation unless Lord Lansdowne had 
at once sent it down here, which no doubt 
would have been a desirable thing, but 
which, as | have pointed out, it is really 
absurd to attack Lord Lansdowne for 
not doing, inasmuch as he had good 


Cllustances were. 


ground for supposing that question time 
‘ 
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was over in this House. Lord ‘Spencer, 
acting in the other House as Leader of th« 
Opposition, asked the question at  half- 
past four o'clock. Why did not Lord 
Spencer send down here and say that he 
had asked the question, and that a similar 
question should be put to me or my noble 
friend trom the bench opposite, in which 
case it would have been answered here as 
in another place ! 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 


Then you did know ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : If the question 
had been put here it would have been 
answered. 


*Mr. CORRLE GRANT (Warwickshire. 
Rugby): When I asked the right hon. 
Gentleman about this subject yesterday, 
having just come from the House otf 
Lords, the right hon. Gentleman said in 
reply that this was the first he had heard 
of the subject. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It was the 
first | had heard of the fact that the 
subject had been raised in the House of 
Lords itself. There was no specifie ques- 
tion put to me on the fact itself yesterday. 
lf there had been a question asked it 
must have been specific, and, at all events, 
the Minister who had to answer it must 
have been given a moderate amount 
of notice. But there was no notice given, 
public or private, and no question was 
put. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: Lt the right 

hon. Gentleman will refer to The Times 
report which he has by him, | think 
it will be seen that I asked the 
right hon. Gentleman whether it was 
not a fact that Lord Lansdowne 
had made a statement in the House ot 
Lords at 4.30 in answer to Lord Spencer. 
I thought that the right hon. Gentleman 
would naturally wish to communicate 
similar facts to the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This is what 


appeared in The Times— 


“ Mr. Grant asked whether a full statement 
by the Foreign Secretary was not made in the 
other House at half-past four o’clock in 
answer to Earl Spencer. Mr. Balfour.—This 
is the first intimation I have received of it. I 
have no doubt that if the hon. Gentleman says. 
it is so it is true, but I ain not aware ot it.” 
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I think that settles the hon. Gentleman 
so faras that particular point is concerned. 
The questions put to us were as to what 
occurred in the other House. That we 
had no official means of knowing. As 


a matter of fact we did not know. Ifthe 
hon. Gentleman chooses to say that 
Lord Lansdowne should have — sent 
down to say, “Lord Spencer gave 


private notice of a question; | have 
answered it.” | think that would 
have been a desirable thing to have said. 
3ut in twenty-nine cases out of thirty, 
as anybody sees who looks at the clock 
now, it would have been perfectly vain 
as far as this House is concerned, because 
at the moment when the question of Lord 
Spencer was answered by Lord Lansdowne 
we enter upon the Orders of the Day, and 
the opportunity of giving an answer is 
passed. [ hope that puts the matter 
clearly. Of course we are not backward 
in answering and what 
astonishes me is, if the right hon. Gentle- 
man was on the tenter-hooks of expecta- 
tion, as he now describes himself, with 
regard to the incidents at Tientsin, that 
he did not imitate the example of his 
colleague in the other House, and did not 
send private notice either to my noble 
friend the Secretary of State for India, 
to mvself, or to the Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs. Had he done so, had 
he shown or had any Member of this 
House shown this extraordinary anxiety 
which it appears they felt with regard to 
Tientsin, and given us notice, they would 
have received, of course, similar informa- 
tion in this House to that which we gave 
in another House. I do not understand 
why the hon. Gentleman opposite should 
make a complaint of not receiving an 
answer to a question which he never put, 
and which, if he had put it with the 
ordinary notice’given in such cases, would, 
I feel sure. have received the fullest and 
most careful consideration. 


questions, 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): The right hon. Gentle- 
man has not addressed himself to the 
question that was put to him yesterday 
by the hon. Member for Carnarvon. I 
have the words he used here, and he 
said— 

“May I ask whether an arrangement has 
been arrived at whereby both Russian and 
British troops are to retire from the disputed 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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territory, that matters are to be referred to 
Count von Waldersee, and that; an apology 
is to be offered by the party found to be in the 
wrong.” 


And the question is, why the Leader of 
the House did not answer the inquiry. 
That brings before the House a matter 
of the most vital importance, and that 
is the relation of the Leader of the House 
of Commons to this Assembly (for I do not 
enter upon any question of Under Secre- 
taries here). 1 have sometimes had the 
honour and responsibility of occupying 
that position, and the first condition that 
I specially made on accepting that duty 
was that when the Prime Minister and 
the Foreign Secretary were in the other 
House, whatever office the Leader of the 
House of Commons might hold, he 
should be placed in relation to foreign 
affairs in as full and immediate know- 
ledge of every matter of importance as 
was the Prime Minister or the Foreign 
Secretary. I put it specifically on this 
ground that unless that condition was 
tulfilled I could not discharge the duties 
that I owed to the House of Commons. 
Therefore, passing by Under Secretaries 
altogether, | maintain that the House of 
Commons has a right at every moment 
to expect that the Leader of this House 
shall give as full information to this 
House upon foreign affairs as could the 
Prime Minister or the Foreign Secretary 
if he were sitting here. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Nobody denies 
that. All that is asked for is that when 
information is wanted some _ notice, 
private or public, should be given. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Sir, 
when there is a question of critical im- 
portance and the Leader of this House 
has that knowledge! should have thought 
that to relieve public anxiety in all parts 
of this country it would have been a 
very proper thing to have volunteered 
the information or to have solicited some 
one to put a question in order that such 
an answer should be given. The right 
hon. Gentleman has not answered the 
question put to him by my right hon. 
friend near me. He has not said when the 
Russian despatch arrived ; he has not told 
us when that despatch was answered ; he 
has not stated when it came to his know- 
ledge that those despatches had been 
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received and answered ; and he has not 
told us whether, when the question was 
put yesterday in the House of Commons, 
he knew the terms of that settlement. 
If that be so, I venture to say that the 
Leader of the House of Commons is not 
in the position we have a right to expect, 
matters of this importance. to 


upon 
give us information to which we are 
entitled. Here is a specific ques- 


tion put to him which contained, and 
contained, the terms of 
Why did not he answer it / 
Did he know it? He has not told us 
whether he knew it or not. If he knew 
it, why at the end of this interrogation 
did not he give an answer! He has 
answered neither of these questions. 
He has not told us whether he knew, 
and why, if he knew, he did not give an 
answer. I venture to say that such a situa- 
tion has never before inthe House been 
occupied by any Leader. I say it is the 
bounden duty of the Leader of this 
House to be in a position to answer 
questions of that kind on critical foreign 
affairs, and it is for that reason that this 
question has been properly raised here. | 
have frequently put questions when | 
considered them of high and = critical 
importance, not to the Under Secretary, 
but to the Leader of the House. because 
the Leader of the House being a principal, 
and for our purposes the principal. 
member of the Cabinet here, we have a 
right to expect that he knows everything 
not merely that the Cabinet knows, 
because you cannot always call the Cabi- 
net together in a moment, but every- 
thing that the Foreign Minister knows. 
everything that the Prime Minister knows 
—that it should be immediately commu- 
nicated to him, not merely because he is 
a member of the Cabinet, but. above all. 
because he is the Leader of the House of 
Commons. The House of Commons is 
the body that has the first right to have 
information upon these questions that 
so vitally concern the interests of the 
nation. An Under Secretary may re- 
quire notice of what answer to give, but 
the position of the right hon. Gentleman 
as a principal member of the Cabinet 
and as Leader of the House of Commons 
ought to require no notice at all. He 
cannot get up and say he knows nothing 
at all about it. He has not told us—— 


Mr. A. J. 


say that. 


accurately 
settlement. 


{22 Marcu 1901} 


BALFOUR: I never did | 


‘to these important issues. 
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*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: He has 


not told us—he has been asked and he has 
not answered—when it was that this in- 
formation came to his knowledge, when 
he saw the telegram that was sent from 
Russia, when he saw the despatch or 
telegram by which it was answered. 
It he had seen those telegrams why 
should he have refrained from stating 
to the House that which it would have 
been a great satisfaction to the House 
and the country to know? That is a 
thing on which we have received no 
information yet. 1 do not put it upon 
the question of notice or on the ground 
of the Under Secretary being prepared 
or not prepared, but simply and plainly 
upon the ground that we have a right 
to information trom the member of the 
Government who is responsible to this 
House im such matters when a critical 
question of this kind arises. As to 
notice being required, what notice could 
be required that a question would be 
asked about the position of affairs 
between Russia and England at Tientsin ? 
It was absolutely certain that a question 
would be asked, and if it was not possible 
at that time to give an answer, then no: 
answer could have been given no doubt. 
But when there was a_ satisfactory 
answer, when a matter had been settled, 
when all danger was removed, why in 
the world that question was not answered 
has not been explained by the right 
hon. Gentleman in anything that he has 
said to-night. 


i. 


*SIR EK. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield. Eeclesall): It must be evi 
dent to the majority of this House that 
this motion for adjournment is a tempest 
in a teapot. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House. in his opening 
statement, Im answer to a question put, 
took the sting out of the complaint, and 
gave really to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition the oppor- 
tunity of not moving the adjournment. 
The Leader of the House has told us 
in the clearest possible way that the 
Government have no intention and 
had no intention of refusing information 
to the House of Commons. He has 
promised, in addition to that. that he 
will make every effort to supply all the 
information which he possesses so as to 
keep the House up to date in regard 
It is evident 
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that a slight slip has occurred some- 
where. Humanity is subject to slight 
slips. especially in cases of this impor- 
tance. where negotiations are conducted 
by telegraph. It is perfectly clear to 
every hon. Member that the Foreign 
Secretary, the Minister responsible, may 
have received information, or may have 
sent a final telegram, within half an 
hour or quarter of an hour before 
coming down to the House of Lords. 
and it may have been impossible to 
communicate it to his colleagues in 
this House. Ifthe right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House had not taken 
the line he has done in promising all 
information to the House. and in regret- 


ting that any information had been 
withheld from the House owing to 


accident, there might have been some 
good reason for a motion for adjourn 
ment. IT would point out to the Leader 
of the Opposition what a mistake he 
and his friends make in occupying the 
time of the House on questions like 
this when they absolutely neglect their 
duty on questions of far greater impor- 
tance. They have absolutely failed to 
take any steps to bring any of these great 
issues in China before the House and 
the country. They might have raised 
debates in regard to Manchuria, the 
seizure of our railways in North China, 
the proposed evacuation of Peking, or 
the refusal of the Russian Minister in 
Peking to agree to the punishment of 
high-placed Chinese criminals. If the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition had taken action on any of 
these subjects he would have been acting 
in a way worthy of his position; but 
after the explanations offered by the 
Leader of the House it is wholly un- 
necessary to take up the time of the 
House by this idle motion for adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire. 
W.R.. Barnsley): We have reason to 
complain that the Government does 
not give to the House in regard to impor- 
tant foreign affairs all the intormation 
which. with due regard to the public 
interest. they might afford us. On 
Monday last I put a question to the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs- 
*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! There 
is a definite case before the House, and 
Sir BE. Ashinead-Bartlett. 
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sy? 


the hon. Gentleman cannot go into other 


Cases. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : | 
your ruling, Mr. Speaker. [ can only 
express my hope that in the future, 
as promised by the First Lord of the 
Treasury, closer relations will be main- 
tained between himself and the Minister 
for Foreign Affairs in the House. of 
Lords, in order that this House may 
have always early information in regard 
to matters of extreme importance to 
this country. 


bow to 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS © (Flint 
Boroughs): The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House has stated that 
he never knew of # more frivolous pre 
text for a motion for the adjournment 
of the House than that offered by the 
Leader of the Opposition, but the object 
of the motion of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition is to protest 
against the frivolous manner in which 
the Government have treated the House 
of Commons in this matter. I asked 
the Leader of the House why. if Lord 
Lansdowne was prepared to give an 
answer in the House of Lords. he was 
not prepared to give an answer here. 
The right hon. Gentleman treated my 
question as one of a general character ; 
but the special object of my qlles- 
tion was to indicate that if Lord 
Lansdowne was informedabout a matter 
of great national importance, 
which must necessarily be settled by 
the Government as a whole, it was the 
duty of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House to be able to furnish 
the House of Commons at once with the 
information which Lord Lansdowne was 
prepared to give to the House of Lords. 
What was the question which the hon. 


one 


Member for Carnarvon asked  vester- 
day? It was whether the right hon. 


Gentleman had any announcement to 
make as to the negotiations between 
Russia and this country. Now. a settle- 
ment could not possibly have been arrived 
at without the knowledge of the Govern- 
ment of which the right hon. Gentleman is 
a principal member ; and yet the reply 
of the right hon. Gentleman was, ** No, 
Sir; | have no statement to 
But Lord Lansdowne had a statement 
to make in the House of Lords, and 


make.” 
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was prepared to make it on short private 
notice, and without making any refer- 
ence to official documents. Why was 
not the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the House in a position to give the 
House of Commons the same informa- 
tion? Then, later en, the hon. Member 
for}Carnarvon asked this question very 
pointedly ; he said— 
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“May Task the First Lord of the Treasury 

whether an arrangement has been arrived at 
whereby both Russian and British troops are 
to retire from the disputed territory, that 
matters are to be referred to Count Von 
Waldersee, and that an apology is to be 
offered by the party found to be in the 
wrong ? 
Now that is a question of the most 
specific character possible, and the right 
hon. Gentleman either knew or did not 
know what were the facts. If he knew 
the facts, what excuse has he tor not com- 
municating them tothe House? If he did 
not know these facts, how came it that 
other people knew them hours before ? 
The hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Carnarvon asked for an answer to the 
specific question which he put and to 
that the right hon. Gentleman did not 
deign to give any reply whatever. This 
House, after all, is the representative 
Assembly of the country, and whatever 
respect we may have for the other House 
it has not the representative character 
whichthis House possesses. It is this House 
which disburses all the funds for carry- 
ing on foreign wars, and on a question of 
this kind—of a grave international ques- 
tion arising between this country and 
Russia—this House ought to have the 
first information. Now, I desire to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman specifically, Did 
he know or did he not know the terms 
which had been arranged with Russia 
when he came down to the House yester- 
day ? 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said it 
seemed to him that the vital part of this 
discussion as he looked at it appeared to 
be that the Government did not appre- 
ciate the real feeling of the country. On 
the previous day the country had been 
very much concerned at the position 
which had arisen between this country 
and Russia in China. The Government 
hardly seemed to realise the extreme 
feeling which had arisen on this import- 
ant matter, because, had they done so, 
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directly the new communication had 
come to Lord Lansdowne he would have 
at once intormed the Leader of the House. 
and the House would not have had to ask 
for information, because that information 
would have been volunteered. He had 
always thought that the formation ot 
the Government was such, especially what 
was termed the internal Cabinet. that 
intercommunication between Ministers 
was rendered as easy as it was possible 
to be by domestic affairs. The House. 
seemingly, had lost the advantage of that 
intercommunication, because the Leader 
of the House did not know anything 
about this matter. If the right hon. 
Gentleman did know about it the position 
of things became more extraordinary 
than ever. If a matter of this import- 
ance was known to the right hon. 
Gentlemen, surely it was only right and 
proper that the information should have 
been put the House at 
Having regard to the extreme tension of 
the country and its anxiety upon the 
matter it would have héen only fair to 
volunteer the information. 


before onee. 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire) asked 
did the right hon. Gentleman yesterday, 
when the question was put to him, know, 
or did he not, that the question had been 
answered in the House of Lords? The 
right hon. Gentleman had shown con- 
siderable heat in the matter when one 
of his supporters had taken it for granted 
that he did not know of the answer 
yesterday. He (Mr. Philipps) was one 
of those who on the previous day heard 
the question asked, and, rightly or 
wrongly, thought from the answer given 
the right hon. Gentleman knew nothing 
whatever about the subject. Would 
the right hon. Gentleman now say 
whether he did or did not know? The 
right hon. Gentleman was extremely 
angry when the House took it for granted 
that he did not know. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Tam not angry 


at all. I do not care what you assume. 


Mr. PHILIPPS did not suppose the 


hon. Gentleman cared what assumption 
was made. He could only judge from his 
action, and the right hon. Gentleman 
certainly did show extreme annoyance 
when one of his supporters assumed that 
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he did not know. Why could not the 
right hon. Gentleman answer the ques- | 
tion? Why could not he volunteer the | 
information 2? The noble Lord the Mem- 
ber for Rochester had stated that he was 
not allowed to answer extemporary 


questions, and no doubt there were good | 
but was the | 


and wise reasons for that, 
process to be carried further? Did the 
Government now assume that the right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury was not a fit and proper person 
to be trusted with information? Was it 
possible that the Government were telling 
him nothing! Either the right hon. 
Gentleman did not know. in which case 
it was a matter for the discretion of the 
Government, or he did know. and if he 
did, then he had cleverly concealed his 
knowledge on the previous day. and was 
continuing to conceal it. The House had 
a good deal accustomed to wars 
present 


become 
and rumours of wars under the 


(Government, but many hon. Members 
not yet habituated to rumours might 
think a war with Russia at this time 


on the top of our other liabilities a 
sufficiently serious matter for the right 
hon. Gentleman to take an interest in. 
li the right hon. Gentleman did know the 
position on the previous day, he had been 
guilty of an act of great levity in not 
making a statement in regard to it. If 
the right hon. Gentleman did not know, 
it looked very much as if the inner circle 
of the Cabinet of which the House had 
heard so much had been restricted to a 


still narrower limit, and that not only the | 
Gentleman | 


noble Lord but the right hon. 
himself was not to be trusted to answer 
extemporary questions on foreign policy, 
which might account for the heat he had 
shown. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Kaling) said a few words trom him 
might possibly put an end to a discussion 
which, so far as he could see, was really a 
sheer waste of time. Not one of the 
gentlemen who had spoken had shown 


the least appreciation of the facts. He | 
thought he could in half a dozen words | 


make perfectly clear whatthesituation was. 
The situation at Tientsin at one time was 
a very critical one, and if there had been a 
collision it would have been difficult to 
see what the end would be. Therefore, 


Mr, Philipps. 
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|when negotiations were opened for the 
purpose of settling the Tientsin dispute 
in a satisfactory manner, it was essential 
‘that not a single word should be said 
until these negotiations had gone so far 
as to make it certain that the arrange- 
ment proposed had been finally accepted 
by both parties. Did not that explain 
the position! Yesterday the Govern- 
ment were in possession of a satisfactory 
| proposal from the Russian Government, 
but they had to send an answer to that 
proposal. That answer was sent, and it 
was not until the Government knew 
that it was accepted that it was possible 
for anyone to make a statement in the 
House. The only person who could 
judge as to when a statement could be 
made was the man in charge of the 
negotiations. Although his right hon. 
friend and the noble Lord the Under 
Secretary and himself knew what was 
going on, not one of them could have 
ventured to open his mouth until he 
knew the transaction was closed. He 
| believed Lord Lansdowne had no inten- 


tion of making a statement on the 
subject, but he was conducting the 


negotiations, and just before he left his 
oftice he believed they had got to such a 
point that it was possible to make a 
statement without in any way endanger- 
‘ing the success of the negotiations. 
| When Lord Lansdowne got to the House 
of Lords, Lord Spencer, as he understood 
without notice, intimated that he wished 
to put a question, and he being in posses- 
sion of all the facts, which, of course, 
none of the Ministers in the House of 
Commons knew—— 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then 


the right hon. Gentleman did not know! 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Lord Lans- 
downe, knowing exactly how far the 
/negotiations had gone, and this nobody 
else could have known at that moment, 
for it was a question of minutes or, at 
least, half-hours—-—-- 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Might 


[ ask at what hour was the reply sent ! 


Lorp G. HAMILTON said it was a 
close shave between the time the answer 
| was sent and the time the statement was 
| made by the Foreign Secretary. Although 
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Ministers in the House of Commons were 
in full possession of the proposals made, 
and although they believed that the 
acceptance of them would conclude the 
negotiations, there was not a single man 
in the House with any sense of responsi- 
bility who would have ventured to make 
a statement to the House on the actual 
information then in their possession. 
The only man to whom it was possible to 


make a statement was the Foreign 
Minister, who went to the House of 


Lords, he believed, without any intention 
of doing so, The India Office was next 
door to the Foreign Office, and he was in 
constant communication with his brother 
official, who certainly would have in- 
formed him if he had any intention of 
making a statement. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): May I ask the noble Lord 


22 Marcu 1901} 
{ 


whether Lord Lansdowne did or did not ' 


inform Lord Spencer that if a question 
were put he would be prepared with an 


answer / 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: All T can say 
is that while Lord Lansdowne was seised 
with full information, not one of us in the 
House of Commons was in a position to 
take the full responsibility, having a 
sense of what might have been entailed 
by the failure of the negotiations, to 
make a statement in the House, which 
must have been immature or premature. 
When certain gentlemen came back 
from the other place yesterday they said 
astatement had been made. I still think 
that if the Leader of the Opposition had 
put a definite question as to whether these 
negotiations were proceeding satisfac- 
torily, we could have given the answer 
that they were; but we could not possibly 
have made the statement that they were 
concluded. So far from not taking the 
House into our confidence or wishing to 
deprive hon. Members of information 
to which they might be legitimately 
entitled, whatever reticence was shown 
vesterday was due to the fact that we 
knew what was going on, and, knowing 
what was going on, we felt it our duty 
not to say a single syllable which 
might prejudice the negotiations. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) : The right hon. Gentleman has 
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made the case very much worse. He 
says that Lord Lansdowne was asked 
this question in the House of Lords 
without notice. Now, the right hon. 
Gentleman here had notice. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Without public 


notice. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Tunderstand that Lord 
Spencer, when he came to the House 
of Lords, asked Lord Lansdowne 
whether he could make a statement or 
not. The noble Lord the Secretary for 
India had notice of a question to this 
effect when he came down to this House. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : And Lanswered 


all the questions put to me. 


Mr. LAMBERT: If the right hon. 
Gentleman had any respect for the 
honour and dignity of this House, he 
would have given the same answer here 
as Lord Lansdowne gave in the House of 
Lords. Lord Lans owne’s statement was 
made in the House c: Lords at 4.30, and 
the right hon. Gentleman was not asked 
here until 5.30, so that he had really an 
hour wherein he could get the informa- 
tion from Lord Lansdowne. | maintain 
that the noble Lord the Secretary 
for India. in that confused statement 
of his, has actually shown that he deli- 
berately treated the House of Commons 
with disrespect in this matter. He 
cannot get away from the faet that while 
Lord Lansdowne had short notice indeed. 
he had ample notice, and that he with- 
held the information from the House. 
When the right hon. Gentleman says 
that it is a sheer waste of time for the 
Leader of the Opposition to get up to 
vindicate the honour of the House, | 
begin to think that he forgets what is 
due to the hon. Gentlemen who are 
elected by the people of this country. I 
venture to say that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire, if such a question had been 
put to him when he was Leader of the 
House as was put to the noble Lord 
yesterday, would have answered _ it, 
and given the fullest information in his 
power. If we had been on the verge of 
war with Russia, does the right hon. 
(rentleman mean to say that we in this 
Ilouse are not entitled to know some- 

2 I 
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thing on such an important subject?) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What had 
We were entitled to the information as happened in the House of Lords. 

early as the other House, especially when 
notice was given to the noble Lord the 
Secretary of State for India. The noble 
Lord says, ** | am in full communication 
with Lord Lansdowne, but I could not 
venture to make a statement bearing on 
the negotiations.” But Lord Lansdowne 
made a statement in the House of Lords 
an hour earlier, almost without notice. 
I contend that the House of Commons has 
been treated with disrespect, and it was the 
obvious duty ot the Leader of the Opposi- 


tion to bring the matter before the ee o- 
country. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gen- 


tleman is not quoting accurately. | did 
not say I was unaware of what was 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon happening in China. 
Boroughs): There was one observation 
which fell from the noble Lord which is Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County. N.): 
not quite consistent with the information | Did you know 2 
I have had of the circumstances in the | 


House of Lords. The noble Lord the | a ‘ 
Secretary for India. in defending the | Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I know that 
mecretar . ay 71€ , . ‘ 
ae oll AE ee ccies mene that | I asked the right hon. Gentleman what 
j » Gove nt, state at | iF a eer H 
Lord Lansdowne was taken unawares, had happened, and, if he knew, he was 
SE IE IERIE EERE deliberately concealing from the House 
i Ss answer was “ od aes : . 
shat he "hes Segre Wri f eit to of Commons what had already been given 
, é 7) ( “ “ . , . 
eet Bi ca iain ca ik eal to the House of Lords. One of two 
I ae down had bis inswe! writte n. | things must have happened. Either the 
ans 3 ‘ Ss ans r é 315 : , . 
Whe i ERC LET LER OI POE right hon. Gentleman knew or he did 
> , as ‘ Ss x, , 1S 4 be i . 
ed aR ‘cna us /not. If he knew that an arrangement 
Spence! he took a written statement out : : 
of his pocket and read it. How does the | had been arrived at, and did not answer 
‘ 1 “ % . ) 2S 7] ° . 
‘ ef ‘ J ° > aS ‘espec [i "eSSC 
noble Lord find this consistent with his| te question re pectfully addressed to 
Dees thet th eee i ahedlatdy him, he must have been deliberately 
Sle , ‘ as “ é Ss ¥) - ° ° . . . 
impromptu statement on the part of withholding the information from the 
ed eh oen » The ot House of Commons. The other alterna- 
4 sans sf 7] x r " ° ° 5 
Ta : | tive. ink, is the true one. It is the 
had no information vesterday as to what | tive. | th ae : i 
one which, | think, is borne out by the 


happened in China; they havenoinforma- : ; é é 
PI : | action of the right hon. Gentleman. He 
tion to-day as to what actually happened | 


neta asaiagiey aiee ages sea Mer kr did not know what was happening at a 
- “ip? fa) T 1 ' y 
ee : eK, at a Government we have got! No 
no information to the House of Commons | What a Governm = have =: 
a all ox the inkormati ae sala tat wonder they are making a mess in South 
ee ee eee Africa. They do not know what wars 
not absolutely reliable. Surely this is a . : : 
ser wibtnien state of thins Clewe. tse! they have on. We have one office taunt- 
Age soap os {ing the other, one saying * These wars 
matter which might have involved war | r, ein oe ct, Sie 
between two of the greatest Powers in | ero be you, “ ors 
cmeeEe WA, Bee whet wae wienine | they belong toyou,”’ and another Minister, 
. 2% « « « D> ai - . ’ se 
even with two small Republics in South | the Leader of the House of Commons, 
Africa. Here we have troops facing each does not know whether there is war or 
= sid . i . 5 . ! nn ~ ~ Bf » « mre 29 a] ste > . 
other, not knowing the moment we | with rages It is taser tie 
might be precipitated into war with ; siti, U - oppo igre > = a 
Russia. We were informed that Russia — r ng “li . = bf engrs: . rs 7 
would accept nothing but an apology. things es : - ope Sane eae wae 
. . oO r are wet ated. 
A question is put to the First Lord ®7@ Preciplatec 
of the Treasury, the Leader of the House 
ee « 4 fo rr“. = ee sian weranien Ni 
of Commons, as to what happened, and) = Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes): 
he says he does not know. | It is by inopportune questions. 


Mr. L: mbert. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I beg the 

right hon. Gentleman's pardon. He has 
forgotten what he said yesterday. I asked 
him specifically, not what had hap- 
pened in the House of Lords, but what 
had happened in China, and the right 
/hon. Gentleman turned round in blank 
astonishment, and asked everybody 
whether they knew what had happened 
in China. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Are they in- | 
| which 


opportune in the House of Lords? A 
question invited by the Foreign Minister 
inthe House of Lords is inopportune when 
it is asked in the House of Commons ! 
This is part and parcel of an attempt 
which seems to me to be deliberate, step 
by step, to lower the dignity and the 
efficiency of the House of the people, and 
it is time that without any respect to 
party at all we should protest against 
a Government whose whole conduct is 


deliberate contempt of the House of 
Commons. 
Mr. MALCOLM — (Suffolk,  Stow- 


market): A great deal of heat seems to 
have been engendered by this motion to 
adjourn the House. We are told that 
the public was waiting with extreme 
anxiety to know what was going on, 
and that the Government were withhold- 
ing from the public what it ought to 
know. [It seems to me that if there was 
all this great anxiety, and so much indig- 
nation on account of the action taken 
yesterday, the motion for the adjourn- 
ment ought to have been made yester- 
day, and not this afternoon. I think | 
it is an extraordinary illustration of the 
anxiety of this House that it should be 
translated in the form of a supplementary 
question put by an hon. Member who 
had just come from the House of Lords, | 
having heard the answer he desired to | 
obtain. The hon. Member for Carnar- 
von said there appeared to be some doubt 
as to whether the First Lord of the Trea- | 
sury knew. 


{22 Marcu 1901} 
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was placed in a position of difficulty 
was not felt under the former 
Government. When I succeeded to 
ottice | was placed in the position of not 
having the Prime Minister in the House 
of Commons. The difficulty arose from 
the Prime Minister and Foreign Secre- 
tary both being in the House of Lords. 
Everybody knows that in Foreign Affairs 
communication is direct between the 
Prime Minister and the Foreign Secre- 
tary, and therefore it was necessary that 
communication between the Leader of 
this House and the Foreign Secretary 
should be as direct as it is between 
the Prime Minister ond the Foreign 
Secretary. 


Mr. MALCOLM: [ft is” extremely 
necessary, not only tor the safety of this 
country, but for the safety and good 
feeling of other countries, that the decla- 
ration made should be identical in form 
in this House and the other House. 
Hon. Members are not so absolutely un- 
acquainted with the English language 
as not to know that the same statement 
might be pat in one form in this House 
and in another form in the other House. 
and it might easily appear, and indeed it 
has appeared, to foreign nations that 
the two Houses are contradicting each 
other. It would have been possible to 
give the same answer here it Lord Spencer 
had persuaded his colleagues on the 
Front Opposition Bench to take the 


/same step as he took to translate the 


public interest in the matter by asking a 
I think my right hon. friend 


ithe First Lord of the Treasury is safe- 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: No doubt | 
at all. 
Mr. MALCOLM: The hon. Member 


has been carried away by the auto-| 
biography of the right hon. Baronet | 
the Member for West Monmouthshire. | 
He said he made it a condition that he 
should know all that the Prime Minister 
and Foreign Minister knew of Foreign | 
Affairs. Fancy having to make such a 
condition before you take office! That 
is the revelation of a secret of the late | 
Cabinet for which we are grateful to the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


guarding the interests of the nation by 
/refusing to answer questions without 
notice as he did yesterday afternoon. 


Mr. POWER (Wateriord, E.): I do not 


think the part taken by the Secretary of 
State for India in this debate has improved 
the position of the Government. The First 
Lord complains that notice was not given 
of a question in this House, and I believe 
‘one of his explanations with regard to 
this particular matter is that due notice 
was given in the House of Lords to the 
Minister responsible. 
hon. 
of his intention to ask » question on this 


I wish to remind 


Members that « written notice 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Will) subject was handed in ty my hon. friend 
the hon. Member allow me to say that I | and colleague several hours before Lord 


2123 
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Lansdowne came down with a written 
explanation. That shows that the 
Government were in possession of the 
facts, while at the same time the noble 
Lord here was pretending he had not 
been given suthcient notice. Moreover, 
if the answers given in the two Houses 
are compared it will be seen that they 
differ in every material point; and 
whereas the explanation given in the 
other place was full, that given here was 
meagre and evaded nearly all the points 
raised by my hon. friend. The conten- 
tion now put torward that the answering 
of the question might endanger the 
negotiations was not raised yesterday, 
and nothing can be clearer than that 
information in the possession of the 
Government was retused to the House of 
Commons, but given to the House of 
Lords. That is only in keeping with the 
treatment we have received at the hands 
ot this family Cabinet and with the 
manner in which the present Govern- 
ment has behaved towards the House of 
Commons. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliife) : [ think the words used by 
the First Lord of the Treasury and 
the Secretary of State for India in the 
first sentences of their speeches amply 
justify this motion. The First Lord 
actually used the word “ frivolous,” 
while the Secretary of State for India 
thought this a waste of time. If any- 
thing were needed to prove the want of 
appreciation they have of the occurrence 
of last night those expressions would re- 
veal it to the House. Even now we are 
left in ignorance as to whether the First 
Lord actually was cognisant of what was 
known and stated by the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs. I rather 
gathered from the noble Lord the 


Secretary for India that he knew 
nothing about it. As to the oppor- 


tunity given yesterday for  answer- 
ing the question there can be no doubt 
whatever, as a specific question was put 
by the hon. Member for Carnarvon. 
Why was no answer given to that ques- 
tion? The right hon. Gentleman had 
as ample an opportunity for answering 
that question as Lord Lansdowne had in 
the House of Lords if he was able to do so 
from his own knowledge. If he was not 
able he stands convicted. 


Mr. Power. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 


Member will pardon my interruption, | 
may say that nothing could induce me to 
answer a difficult and delicate question 
of that kind under those circumstances 
without having some opportunity of 
knowing what my noble friend had said, 
especially in regard to negotiations of 
that kind. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: There was an 
opportunity of getting to know, since 
the question was not put here until an 


hour after Lord Lansdowne’s — reply 
in another place. But I will pass 
from that. We are discussing merely 


an incident, but it is a very grave 
symptom in regard to the treatment of 
this House by the Government. We 
are entitled to receive from the Executiys 
Government of the day on all the im- 
portant matters which are proceeding 
the very latest and fullest information. 
We are the representatives of the tax- 
payers, and [I must say I am astonished 
at the attitude of hon. Members opposite. 
Some of them will come back after the 
next election and some will not, but 
apparently they might as well be coming 
here as mere voting inachines. We 
are all Members of Parliament, and 
whether we sit on the one side or the 
other everyone is entitled to the fullest 
and latest information from the Execu- 
tive Government. | do hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will lay aside this terrible 
nonchalance in regard to matters con- 
cerning this House, and that he will see 
that we have at all times the fullest and 
latest information laid before us as to the 
conduct of the Executive Government in 
such very grave matters. 


Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.): I 
desire to call the attention of the House 
to the manner in which the Secretary of 
State for India answers questions of 
which he receives due notice. The 
question was put to him whether addi- 
tional British troops had reached Tient- 
sin yesterday or to-day, or were expected 
to arrive there immediately, and the 
answer was that a certain number of 
white troops had been substituted for 
certain of the native Indian troops at 
Tientsin. That answer 
impression to the House that a certain 
number of native troops. were with- 
drawn---- 


conveyed the 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
matter is not within the leave given. 
[jt was referred to by another hon. 
member, and I did not interrupt because 
it was merely suggested that the ques- 
tion had given an opportunity to the 
noble Lord to make the statement which 
Lord Lansdowne is said to have just 
made in another place. It is only in 
that light that the reference was in 
order. 


Mr. O'SHEE : [ understand the motion 
for adjournment was made on the ground 
that the Government have declined to 
give information to this House on im- 
portant publie questions-——- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: On a certain specific 
case yesterday. 


Mr. OSHEE: I submit that the 
specific case was the position of affairs 
at Tientsin, and therefore I am entitled 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
eannot deal on this motion with the 
question of whether or not the noble 
Lord the Secretary of State for India 
answered a question about reinforce- 
ments at Tientsin in a proper manner. 


Mr. OSHEE: What I desire to point 
out by way of illustration is that on this 
particular matter-——- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member must really conform to 
my ruling. 


Mr. O'SHEE: Then I will only refer 
incidentally to this question. In con- 
nection with this matter the Government 
undoubtedly refused information which 
was at the disposal of the public through 
the ordinary channels of communication, 
and if the Government are entitled, 
having had notice of a question, to refuse 
information which has already become 
known through the public press, it is an 
extraordinary state of affairs. I submit 
that the action of the Government with 
reference to that specific question was 
inconsistent—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER again called the hon. 
Member to order. 


Mr. O'SHEE: Well, Sir, I support 
this motion on the ground that in this 


(22 Marcu 1901} 
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matter the Government has not treated 
this House with proper consideration, 
and [ hope that the protest which has been 
made this evening will have some effect 
in changing to some extent the attitude 
of the Government in its treatment of 
this House. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): I 
would point out to the House the very 
narrow point to which the matter in 
controversy has now been reduced, and 
how on that very narrow point we are 
still retused any kind of material infor- 
mation. When the discussion started 
the House was in doubt as to whether 
the right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury did or did not possess 
the information for which we on this side 
of the Heuse vainly pressed yesterday. 
That doubt no longer exists. It has been 
made clear by the remarks of the noble 
Lord that the First Lord of the Treasury 
did not possess the information. But the 
First Lord has been anxious to repudiate 
any suggestion that he did not possess 
that information. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : 
So. 


I did not say 


Mr. ROBSON: The noble Lord 
scarcely remembers the purport of his 
own remarks. He said that not only 
did the First Lord not know, but he did 
not know himselt. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The question 
put to my right hon. friend was whether 
certain negotiations were going on. 

SeveraL [lon. Members: No. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Everyone knew that. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : But the point 
which I endeavoured to make was that 
although we knew negotiations were 
going on, and going on satisfactorily, 
we did not know whether they were in 
such a state as would justify a statement 
to the House. 


Mr. ROBSON: Several times during 
the course of his remarks the noble 
Lord, when he found himself interrupted, 
said, “ At least I might be allowed to 
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proceed without interruption,” I, on’ 


the other hand, am grateful to the noble 
Lord for his interruption, because he has 
in reality confirmed our contention and 
almost repeated the very remark I was 
addressing tothe House. Hetells us now 
that, of course, the First Lord knew that 
negotiations were going on. What a 
remarkable piece of information! He 
thinks it worth while to get up and 
inform the House of Commons  repeat- 
edly and indignantly that the First 
Lord of the Treasury did know that 
negotiations were proceeding, but he 
goes on to add that the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not know that these serious 
troubles had arrived at a settlement. It 
was with regard to that settlement the 
question was put. What we desired to 
know yesterday was whether this critical 
state of affairs had or had not come to 
an end. It had come to an end. The 
danger of war between two of the greatest 
Powers in the world had passed away, 
and the First Lord of the Treasury, who 
is Leader of this House, was not aware of 
it! The Secretary of State for India, 
who certainly would have been very 
materially concerned in his Department 
if the trouble had not passed away, told 
us, as an interesting piece of political 
geography, that he is next door to the 
Foreign Secretary, but the Foreign Secre- 
tary had not told him anything about 
it. 

Lorp G. HAMILTON made a remark 
which was inaudible in the gallery. 


Mr. ROBSON: The noble Lord sad 
that the Foreign Secretary had not told 
him he was going to make a statement. 
How am I to interpret that interrup- 
tion?) Does it mean that. although the 
Foreign Secretary did not tell him he was 
going to make a statement in the House 
of Lords, he acquainted him with the 
substance of the statement he was going 
to make! Does the noble Lord mean 
that ! It is perfectly clear from what 
the noble Lord has told us that this has 
happened, whether he knows it or not— 
that an answer to a question of which 
notice had been given in the House of 
Lords, I believe some days previously — 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : No. 


Mr. ROBSON: The noble Lord 
should make inquiry upon that point. 


Mr. Robson. 
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Lorp G. HAMILTON: LT have. 
Mr. ROBSON: Let him repeat his 


inquiry. The question had been put down, 
the answer was settled in the Foreign 
Office, and the written reply was read 
out in the House of Lords. But the 
noble Lord did not know that until about 


half an hour ago. [le does not know 
it now! An answer appears to have 


been settled by the proper officials next 
door to the noble Lord concerning a 
matter so vitally affecting the safety, 
peace, and prosperity of this Empire and 
the world, but the Minister, a colleague of 
the noble Lord, who settled that answer, 
sitting on the other side of the door, did 
not think it worth while to give any 
information to the noble Lord, or to the 
Leader of this House, or by any means 
whatever to the representatives of the 
English poeple concerning the determin- 
ation of that trouble. ‘That is the position 
the House of Commons is in. If the 
First Lord had possessed the information 
and withheld it, our complaint would have 
been that he had displayed gross dis- 
respect, but in this ease that goss dis- 
respect has been displayed by the Prime 
Minister and the Foreign Secretary, 
which makes the question all the more 
Is this to be treated as the 
usual course of business as far as this 
Cabinet is concerned? Whenever the 
Government have wars or when we have 
rumours of wars. is the House of Com- 
mons going to be treated in this way 
when it information? This 
involves very gross disrespect of the 
House of Commons by the Prime Minister 
and the Foreign Secretary—a disrespect 
which every Member of this House, 
however humble, has a right to resent, 
and a disrespect which, L believe, will 
be noted and resented by the English 
people. That is the significance which 
will attach to the vote which we now 
proceed to give. 


serious. 


asks for 


Mr. CLANCY said he rose to put a 
question to the Secretary of State for 
India. The noble Lord spoke of a 
final telegram received from Russia, and 
he stated that no answer could be given 
until that final telegram had been re- 
ceived. He wished to know if the 
final telegram referred to by the 
Secretary of State for India was the long 
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message from the Russian Ambassador 
of which Lord Lansdowne spoke in the 
House of Lords, and which he said had 
been received that morning, or was it some 
other final telegram of which he made no 
mention whatever. [Nationalist cries of 
“ Answer, answer. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member has resumed his seat, and I 
have called upon another hon. Member. 
The hon. Member cannot compel an 
answer. 


CoLONEL PRYCE-JONES  (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs) said he was a loyal 
supporter of the Government and should 
vote with them on this occasion, but he 
felt that all Members ought to feel much 
obliged to the Opposition for raising the 
question. He felt that this great Assem- 
bly had not been treated with respect in 
regard to this particular matter. He 
believed, with other Members, that the 
privileges of the representatives of the 
people of this country were being cur- 
tailed by degrees by the Government. It 
would not be difficult to refer to several 
small matters of late in which the con- 
sideration due to that House had not 
been shown by the Government, of 
which he was a supporter. He referred 
to the treatment they received at the 
opening of Parliament, and various other 
matters, and he was of opinion that 
they ought to be justly jealous of 
the great privileges of that House, 
because, after all, the House of Lords 
depended on the House of Commons, 
and the House of Commons depended 
on the people. [Ministerial cries of 
“ Divide! ”’] It was all very well for his 
hon. friends to call “ Divide,’ but he 
knew that he was voicing the opinion 
of scores of Members on the Ministerial 
side of the House when he gave a gentle 
hint to the Government that the business 
of the House and of the country must be 
conducted on business lines. If he did 
not think and feel assured that the Leader 
of the House and of the party to which 
he belonged had given them tounderstand 
that infuturea repetition of what occurred 
the previous day should not occur again, 
out of respect for the House of Commons 
he should not have supported the Govern- 
ment on this matter. In this case he 


thought they were perfectly safe in follow- 
ing the Leader of the House of Commons. 


{22 Marcu 1900} 
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Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) 
said he thought the House was entitled 
to an answer to the question put by 
the hon. Member for North Dublin as 
to the reception of the ofticial telegram 
from Russia by the Government. The 
matter was one which concerned the 
honour of the House of Commons, and 
they wanted to know whether the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
was in possession of that information. 
They were told that the Leader of the 
House and the Secretary of State for 
India did not know at 6.30 in the 
evening that a certain telegram had 
been received from Russia. The hon. 
Member who last spoke had, he thought, 
expressed better than some Members 
the true state of feeling on the Ministerial 
side of the House. It was not a small 
thing that the Leader of the House 
and the Secretary of State for India 
—the two Ministers concerned in this 
matter — should come down and tell 
them that they did not know at 6.30 
facts known to the Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs in the course of the 
morning. [Opposition cheers and cries 
of “Divide, divide! ~| They all knew 
that the statement was made by the 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs at half 
past four in the afternoon in the House 
of Lords, but no information was forth- 
coming an hour later in the House of 
Commons when a question was put. 
[Ministerial cries of ‘ Divide!” and 
Nationalist cries of “Order, order!” and 
“Call in the police.”’| He believed it 
was contrary to all tradition and prece- 
dent in matters of this kind that when 
a statement was made in the House of 
Lords upon a question of policy no intima- 
tion was sent to the Leader of the House 
of Commons or to the Minister directly 
concerned in this House. In preceding 
Governments information had always 
been conveyed from the House of Lords 
to the representative in the House of 
Commons, with an intimation that a 
statement had been made. The Leader 
of the House, the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, and the Secre- 
tary of State for India were in a blissful 
state of ignorance as to what had hap- 
pened in the House of Lords on the 
previous day, and he thought that 
circumstance showed to what a position 
they were drifting in this matter and 
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the kind of spirit of contempt in which 
the House of Commons and its Members 
were treated. The two Members of the 
Government in the other House did not 
even condescend to pursue the course 
which was usual in this matter of 
warning their own colleagues of what 
had been done. He thought they were 
entitled to have a plain answer to that 
question. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) said 
the right hon. Gentleman had declared 
that nothing would induce him to 


answer a question of that kind while 
negotiations were going on. They had 
from the Secretary for India a statement 
that neither he himself nor the noble Lord 
the Member for Rochester knew what 
was going on in the other House. He 
should like to know which of those 
statements they were to believe. He 
thought a very easy way out of the 
difficulty would be to send tor the 
Colonial Secretary and get his version 
of the affair. It was high time that 
they made a stand against the con- 
tempt which was being shown for the 
House of Commons. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
I seem fated to be obliged to intrude 
again upon the time of the House. | 
had to intrude at some length last night, 
because on a previous occasion I asked 
a question and [ got no answer from the 
Government. The result was that I 
had to take up some more time, and the 
same thing occurs again this afternoon. 
I asked the First Lord of the Treasury 
respectfully a question which was quite 
pertinent to this matter, and he did not 
condescend to give me a reply. There- 
fore, I am compelled to ask the same 
question again at this juncture. The 
question I asked was one which, had it 
been answered in a satisfactory way, 
would to a great extent have curtailed 
this debate, and saved greatly the time 
of the House. I asked the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he could assure hon. 
Members of this House that, for the 
future, the Foreign Secretary would 
make arrangements, when he had im- 
portant information with regard to 


foreign affairs in his possession, that he 
would take the earliest opportunity of 
informingjhis representative in this House, 


Col. Pryce-Jones, 
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the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, of that information, so that 
such information might simultaneously 
be conveyed to the House of Commons as 
well as to the House of Lords. I do not 
think there was anything unreasonable 
in making a request of that kind, and | 
think most hon. Members will agree that 
it is a question which at least deserves 
some consideration and some answer from 
the Leader of the House of Commons. | 
submit that not only in this matter of 
refraining from giving the House of 
Commons information which is given to 
the House of Lords, but also in the 
practice of Ministers in this House 
refusing to answer questions put to them, 
the rights and privileges of hon. Members 
of this House are being ignored and 
curtailed, and almost done away with. 
What is the cause of this trouble? The 
whole cause lies in the fact that the 
Foreign Minister—who is the most 
important Minister of the whole Cabinet— 
is not in this House along with the 
representatives of the people, but he is in 
the House of Lords. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The--hon. Member 
is not keeping to the definite question 
before the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: | am 
endeavouring to show that the adjourn- 
ment has been properly moved, because 
Members of this House were denied 
information which was put before Mem- 
bers of the House of Lords, and | am 
endeavouring to show that that incon- 
venience was caused by reason of the 
fact that the Minister responsible for 
the case in question had not a seat in 
this House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot upon this motion discuss the 
question as to whether the Foreign 
Secretary ought or ought not to have 
a seat in this House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I have 
not the slightest intention of disobeying 
your ruling, nor do I intend to discuss 
the broad question as to whether a great 
Minister of State should have a seat in the 
House of Commons ora seat in the House 
of Lords. I am confining myself to the 
fact that this information did not reach 
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Members of the House of Commons 
as soon as it ought to have reached them, 
because the Minister responsible to the 
country was in the House of Lords. 
What did take place at four o’clock 
yesterday afternoon was that there was 
an announcement made in the House of 
Lords of first-class importance, upon a 
matter in regard to which it was a ques- 
tion, perhaps, whether war would take 
place or not between this country and a 
great continental Power, and it was an 
announcement which the people of 
this country were anxiously looking 
forward to. At four o’clock that infor- 
mation was given to the House of Lords, 
and one and a half hours later the elected 
representatives of the people of this great 
country asked for that information, and 
were refused it by the First Lord of the 
Treasury. I have heard it stated in this 
debate that the noble Lord the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs was not 
asked directly for this information which 
was given in the House of Lords. But 
the First Lord of the Treasury was asked 
directly for this information, and he 
conveyed to the House of Commons the 
impression that he had not got that 
information. Therefore you have the 
extraordinary and unprecedented state 
of affairs that a private Member of this 
House, who happened to be in the House 
of Lords at four o'clock that afternoon, 
found himself in possession of informa- 
tion with regard to this grave matter, 
and when he came across the lobby from 
the Lords to the Commons he found that 
the information which he had got by 
the accident of being in the House of 
Lords was not in the possession of the 
Leader of this House and the occupants 
of the Treasury Bench. I say that that 
is an outrageous state of affairs, and to 
treat the House of Commons in that way 
isto make an attack upon the rights and 
privileges of the House of Commons. 

say that the Members of this House are 
entitled to have at the very first oppor- 


tunity—I will venture to say that they Noes, 250. 


{22 Marcu 1900} 





in the Two Houses. 914 


are entitled to have it before the Members 
of any other Assembly—the fullest infor- 
mation upon all these subjects. The 
hon. Member opposite, who is a supporter 
of the First Lord of the Treasury, has 
spoken in deprecation of the action of 
the Government in this matter, and he 
was met with loud cries of, ‘* Divide, 
divide ! ** from Members sitting opposite. 
I hold that the view he expressed is the 
view which is largely held outside this 
House by supporters of the Government, 
and if Conservative opinion of the action 
of the Government is desired, I invite 
hon. Members to read the Globe and 
other Conservative newspapers, and there 
they will find leading articles con- 
demning the action of the Government 
quite as strongly as the Leader of the 
Opposition and other Members of this 
House have condemned it. If we are 
not to have the responsible Member for 
Foreign Affairs in this House, the least 
that we can ask for, at any rate, is that 
he shall have as his representative in this 
House somebody to whom we can direct 
questions with some hope of them being 
replied to, instead of having a man like 
the noble Lord, who deliberately told us 
that he was only at liberty to say what 
the First Lord of the Treasury gave him 
leave to say. I say that if this kind of 
thing is to continue, a seat in the House of 
Commons will become a mockery to a 
man calling himself a representative of 
the Government, and I say here that | 
do not believe there is a single Member 
opposite who could face a public meeting 
ot his constituents and justify before 
them the fact that the House of Lords 
was informed of this important matter, 
and that the very same day the House of 
Commons was refused the same informa 
tion. 


(Juestion put. 


The 


House divided :—Avyes, 168; 
(Division List No. 88.) 


AYES 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 


Ashton, Thomas Gair dell, Richard 





Asquith, Rt. Hn Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
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Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Join 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
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Colville, John 
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Ifrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
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Hardie, J. Keir (Mert’rTydvil 
Harmsworth, Rh. Leicester 
Hayden, Jolin Patrick 
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Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Kt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
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Joyee, Michael 
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Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
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M‘Fadden, Edward 
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M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt HonJolin( Montrose 
Morton, Edw..J.C.( Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Ceeil William 
(Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
( Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

0’ Connor,James (WicklowW. 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
(Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

(Y Dowd, John 

(Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

0 Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


NOES, 


jalfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) , 
Ball, William James | 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
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O’Shee, James John 

Partington, Oswald 

Perks, Robert William 

Philipps, John Wynford 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power. Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Rige, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

Robson, William Snowdon 

Roche, John 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sinclair,CaptJ ohn(Forfarshire 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.(N’thants 

Stevenson, Francis 8. 

Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 

Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 

Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 

Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 

Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N 

Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 

Tomkinson,. james 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

Warner, Thomas CourtenayT, 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Wodehouse, Hn Armine( Essex 

W oodhouse,SirJ.T.( Huddersf. 

Young, Samuel (Javan, East) 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. Causton. 
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Carson, Rt Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
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Chapmar, Edward 

Churehill, Winston Spencer 
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Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
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Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, © harles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Seott 

Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Bay 9g Sir Fd. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir Willian Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. William Hart 


Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Italph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 


Fardell, Sir ‘T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Man’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
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Gibbs, Hn. Viecary (St. Albans 
Gordon, Maj.-(T’r Hamlets) 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
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Graham, Henry Robert 
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Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
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Higginbottom, S. W. 
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Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
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Hope, J F (Sheffield, Brightside) 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard, J, (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry( Jecil 
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Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) | 
Jebb, Sir Richd. Claverhouse | 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W (Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long. RtHn Walter (Bristol,s. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M ‘Arthur, ‘harles (Liverpool) 
M'Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, Jaines A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin. Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirHE ( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Col. Vietor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Waltham’w) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, W illiam ‘Aithers 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip 

Murray, RtHn AGraham(Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, W ‘alter (S salisbury ) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel,H. W m. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

el gh Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

P lummer, " W alter R. 
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Randles, John S 
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Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
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Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
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Sharpe, Wm. Edw. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H. ie 
Simeon, Sir Barcington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E. 
Smith, HC( North mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (¢ yrmskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell. Sir John M. 
Stroyan, Jobn 

Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hn. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lerd E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxfd Uni. 
Thorburn, Sir Waiter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
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Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col. SirC. E. H.(Shef'd 
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Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. (Tantn 
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Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (F kirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
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W odehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Twelve o'clock this night, 
be not interrupted under the Standing 
Sittings of 


the House.”"—(Vr. 
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Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bhowanageree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Boscawen. Arthur Griflith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Bull, William James 

dullard, Sic Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, Rh. F. (N, Lanes.) 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain.J. Austen( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, SirWilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 


divided :— 





‘COMMONS! 


Ayes, 248; Noes, 165. 


AYES. 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon, A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hn. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Gordon, Maj. E.-(T’rHamlets) 
Gore, Hon, F. S. Ormsby- 
Ciorst, Re. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham. Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Hain) 


Green, Walford D.( Wednesb'ry 


Greene, SirEW(B rySEdm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG(M’dd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


, Harris, FLeverton(‘Tynemouth 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, James(Statfords,N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F (Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Jonn (Yorks, N.R) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Kt. Hon. Wm. Ed. H. 


Lee,CaptA H(Hants. Fareham | 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
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M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
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Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, Jolin 

Percy, Ear] 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, Johns. 

Raseh, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul. James Alexander 
Renwick, (:eorge 

tidley, Hn. M. W.(Staly bridge 
tidley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
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Samuel, Harry S.(Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw. J 
Seely, CharlesHilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, Willian Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.( Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC( North’ mbTyneside 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks. 
Stanley, Hon Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ. M’Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas (air 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 

Bell, Richard 


Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brive, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
a tg seme Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Cunpbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill,Patriekt reo. Hamilton 
Canston, Richard Knight 
Claney, Jobn Joseph 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Engene 
Cremer, William Randal 
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Daly, James 
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Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doovan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. 
Duty, William J. 
Dunn, Sir William 
Ellis, John Edward 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry N vapier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
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Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
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Furness, Sir Christopher 
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Gladstone, RtHn Herbert 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
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Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, 
Leamy, Edmund 
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Leng, Sir John 
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Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
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MacDonnell, Dr. 
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Francis 
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| M‘Dermott, Patrick 
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M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
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Wilson,A.Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worecestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir — 

W yndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerbureh, Robert Armstrong 
Y oung,( ‘ommander (Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
QO’ Brien, Kendal(Tipper' ry Mid 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny ) 
O'Connor, Ji gna hl icklow, W. 
(Connor, P. (Liverpool) 
( Doherty, ‘Willian 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James( Roscommon,N 
O’ Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redinond, Jolin E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rige, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Samuel, 8S. M. (W ae tae 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, ( ‘has. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, CaptJolin( Forfarshire 
Smita, Samuel (Flint) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis Ss. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, F. F reemman- (Hastings 
Thompson, E.C. (Monaghan, N 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. ) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles P hilips 
Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
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Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE 
(SATURDAY). 

A. J. BALFOUR: I beg 

the motion standing in 

It is not of a very cheerful charac- 


to 
mv 


Mr. 
move 


name. very chee 
ter. but the necessity for it must be 


obvious to evervbody who has followed 
the statements I have made from time 
to time as to the position of Supply. 
As the House is well aware, we must com- 
plete Supply by the end of the week 
in order to deal with the Report of Supply 
on Mondav. and bring in then the Appro- 
priation Bill and read it a first time, 
so that we may be able to obey the law. 
I regret the additional strain which is 
placed on hon. Members. but I think 
they will readily adopt the course which 


T now propose. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do meet to-morrow 
for the business of Supply unless Votes 
A and 1 in the Navy Estimates and the 


{COM MONS} (Saturday). 994 
Wodehouse,Hn. Armine(Essex | TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) Mr. Emmott and Mr. Wal. 

| Yoxall, James Henry 


lace. 


system of doing the business of the House 
of Commons, and of carrying it on under 
threats and continual pressure. The 
Leader of the House is armed with 


‘great powers—he has just gow suspended 


the Twelve o’clock Rule great powers of 
closure, but the object of this resolution 
is to get a new system of closure in spite 
of the Chairman. It is a device, a new 
patent dodge, by which the Government 
seek to force Supply through the House 
of Commons, and to add to their armoury, 
already pretty well stocked. of coercive 
measures. Although my colleagues have 
been frequently accused of an intention 
to obstruct the business of the nation, 
they are prepared to come down on 
Saturday to do that business. I sav it is 
the First Lord of the Treasury who is 
now obstructing the business of the 
nation, when he declares in a melancholy 
manner at the Table that he moves this 


'resolution in order to force the House 


Excess Votes for Civil Services and | 
2evenue Departments. 1899-1900, are 
previously disposed of. —(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 

Mr. DILLON (Mavo. E.): I have | 


an Amendment to this resolution, and 
have no hesitation in rising to move it 
at onee, because it will not in any way 
interfere with the general discussion. 
The*Amendment which I propose 
submit is. “To omit all the words of the 
resolution from the word * Supply.’ 
in line 2, to the end of the resolution,” 
so as to make it read. ** That this House 
do meet to-morrow for the business of 
Supply.” I object to the form of this 
resolution. To say the least of it, it is 
most unusual, and so far as my memory 
carries me. unprecedented. When, in 
the past, the Leader of the House has 
decided to ask for a Saturday sitting, 
he has always put the resolution on the 
Paper, asking for it categorically ; but 
this resolution is in the nature of a 
menace, saying. ““ Unless you grant us 
certain Supply ”—we are even informed 
at what hour of the night we must 
grant it—‘ vou must have a Saturday 
‘object to this irregular 


sitting.” 1 


to. 


of Commons to scamp the work of Supply 
to-night. The Leader of the House 
ought to be prepared to come down 
mantully on Saturday to finish this 
business of Supply. For my part. | 
think it would much better. both 
from the point of view of doing the 
business promptly and properly, and 
for the convenience of hon. Members, 
that we should have a Saturday sitting 
rather than sit up to-night all night. 
Many of us have suffered already from 
the perpetual late sittings during the 
past fortnight. I maintain that the 
continual recurrence of these late sittings 
is the result of the mismanagement of 
the business of the House. No Leader 
of the House has ever had such power 
as the right hon. Gentleman, but the 
result is that no Leader during my 
twenty years experience has been respon- 
sible for such a procession and succession 
of late sittings at this early period of 
the session. It comes to this, that the 
more power we give to the Leader of the 
House the longer he keeps us to the 
small hours of the morning. I say that 
such a condition of things is a reproach 
to him, and shows that he does not devote 
sufficient attention to carrying out 
his responsible duties in the arrangement 


be 
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of the business of the House. The 
First Lord of the Treasury says that 
he has already explained the condition 
of Supply and the necessities of the case : 
but who created all these necessities ! 
The condition of Supply arises from the 


act of the late meeting of Parlia- 
ment and the short time devoted to 
Supply. Such a continuous amount 


of Supply is absolutely unprecedented 
and unparalleled in the history of the 
House of Commons, and the unhappy 
position that has arisen is entirely due 
to the Leader of the House and not to 
the action of the House itself. It is a 
hard thing that we should be subjected 
to the fatigue of sitting up till six o'clock 
in the morning, and then be told 
it is brought about by some superior 
power over which the First Lord of the 
Treasury has no control. I am_ of 
opinion that the old procedure should be 
adhered to, and if we are to have a 
Saturday sitting it should be categori- 
cally stated, and should not be held as a 
threat over our heads. 


Amendment proposed, to leave out 
all the words after the word * Supply,” 
in line 2, to the end of the Question.— 


(Mr. Dillon.) 


(Juestion proposed, *‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The motion in 
its present form was put down neces- 
sarily before | knew we were going to 
have this discussion, which has occupied 
three hours of our time. It is now quite 
clear that a Saturday sitting will be 
absolutely necessary, and therefore I 
assent to the Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON: I am much obliged to 
the right hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Upon a 
point of order, Sir, I was going to move 
as an Amendment to the Amendment 
that the sitting should commence at 
three instead of at twelve o'clock, having 
regard to the late hour at which the 
present sitting may terminate. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That hardly arises 
upon this question. 


Amendment agreed to. 


{22 Marcu 1900} 
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*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS appealed to 
the right hon. Gentleman as to whether 
it would not be better to commence the 
Saturday sitting at three o'clock. Right 
hon. Gentlemen and hon. Gentlemen 
might have to remain in the House till 
six o'clock in the morning, and under 
those circumstances would it not be more 
reasonable to make the sitting commence 
at three. in order that they might have 
some rest before commencing their 
labours on the morrow ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not pos- 
sible to make any distinction between 
the hours for meeting to-morrow and 
the hour for meeting on a Wednesday, 
and it would be far preferable to meet at 
noon than at three o’clock in any case. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) pointed 
out that if the Government were success- 
ful in getting Vote A and Vote 1 that 
would take away every opportunity of 
continuing the general discussion upon 
the Votes. As some arrangement had been 
made to continue the general discussion 
upon Army Estimates, would the right 
hon. Gentleman give the Navy Estimates 
similar consideration ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
With regard to the Army Estimates, 
which have been referred to, when the 
arrangement was made I[ happened, un- 
fortunately, to be absent. The Govern- 
ment got the two first Votes upon the 
condition that a resolution was put down 
on some later date which would give an 
opportunity for general discussion on 
those particular Votes; besides that I 
trust there will be an opportunity given 
for some discussion on the ordinary Esti- 
mates—a general discussion of more 
detail and of a less restricted kind. If 
there is a resolution, discussion must be 
confined to the matters contained in the 
resolution. Now, there has been no oppor- 
tunity for a free discussion such as we 
usually have on Supply, with the Speaker 
in the Chair, on general Army matters. 
There are many Members of the House 
who no doubt consider it necessary, or at 
least extremely desirable, that there 
should be a full opportunity of discussing 
these matters. Will the right hon. 
Gentleman set aside one of the Votes 
upon which greater latitude would be 
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allowed for discussion than is usual in 
Supply? It is a thing often done, and I 
think a similar practice ought to be 
followed with regard to the Navy Votes. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) said, with regard to the 
Navy Votes, a considerable number of 
Members desired to discuss the Navy 
Votes, and it would be inconvenient if 
the discussion was restricted. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, S.) said that 
the reason why the right hon. Gentleman 
had assented to the motion of the hon. 
Member tor East Mayo was that he 
merely desired to take these two Votes. 
Was that the intention of the right hon. 
Gentleman ? Was he right in assuming 
that there was no intention of conducting 
any other business of Supply beyond 
Vote A and Vote 1! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The only busi- 
ness we shall ask the House to deal with 
to-morrow is the discussion affecting 
Vote A and Vote 1 and the Excess Vote. 
Committee of Ways and Means is a formal 
matter. necessary for the introduction 
of the Appropriation Bill. With regard 
to the observations which fell from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition, the arrangement made with 
regard to the Army Votes was this. We 
felt that the case brought forward by my 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State 
for War and the speech which embodied 
those views foreshadowed what might 
be called a constructive scheme of Army 
reform, and we thought to confine that 
discussion within the fixed and_ rigid 
limits of the twenty-three days allotted 
to Supply would be putting a great strain 
upon the Supply rule. We thought 
that we ought to bring forward a sub- 
sequent motion embodying the main 
ideas of my hon. friend’s scheme, which 
would leave open a full opportunity for 
dealing with the Army Estimates. [| 
hope those opportunities will not be 
pressed beyond a certain point—not in 
the interests of the Government, but in 
the interests of Supply. Then I am 
asked whether I will not apply the same 
principle to the Navy Vote. I do not 
think I could do that to the same extent, 
because the Votes do not profess to em- 
body any considerable scheme of naval 


reform. 
Sir IL. Campbell-Bannerman. 


{COMMONS} 


New Bills. 
Sik FORTESCUE FLANN ERY pointed 


out that there were many matters 
of general interest which could not 
be discussed at the late hours available. 
and as the granting of Vote A and Vote ] 
would shut out in the future the whole 
discussion on those matters, he hoped 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
see his way to give some opportunity 
for a full discussion at a later date. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My desire is 
that we should do our best to give every 
opportunity for the discussion of the 
ordinary Votes. I will do my best, but 
it must rest with the Chairman to a very 
great extent. So far as in me lies I will 
do the best I can. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) suggested that, having regard to 
the necessity of Supply being obtained 
by the 3lst March, only the Money 
Vote should be taken—Vote 1. If they 
did that they could bring up Vote A 
upon another occasion. He understood 
that if the Government obtained the 
money on Vote 1 the law would be com- 
plied with, and, if that was so, he did not 
see why Vote A could not be kept back 
for general discussion. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said he did not 
think that Vote A could be kept back 
in that way, because Vote A was the 
Vote for the men, and the Vote for the 
men only extended to the end of the 
financial year. 


Main question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 


Resolved, That this House do meet 
to-morrow for the Business of Supply. 


NEW BILLS. 
COUNTY JUSTICES’ CLERKS. 
Bill to prohibit Clerks to Petty Ses- 
sional Divisions of Counties from under- 


‘taking prosecutions of persons com- 


mitted for trial by the Justices of such 
Petty Sessional Divisions, ordered to be 


brought in by Mr. Lloyd Morgan, Mr. 
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Abel Thomas, Mr. Lawson Walton, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones, and Mr. Wallace. 


Su pply = 


COUNTY JUSTICES’ CLERKS BILL. 

“To prohibit Clerks to Petty Sessional 
Divisions of Counties from undertaking 
prosecutions of persons committed for 
trial by the Justices of such Petty Ses- 
sional Divisions,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 17th April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 113.] 


AGED PENSIONERS. 

Bill to provide Pensions for aged 
deserving poor, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Goulding, Mr. John Hutton, 
Mr. Bousfield, Mr. Strutt, Mr. J. W. 
Wilson, Mr. Raymond-Greene, Mr. Mor- 
rison, Mr. Churchill, Mr. Carlile, and 
Colonel Williams. 


AGED PENSIONERS BILL. 

“To provide Pensions for aged deserv- 
ing poor,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, 18th April, and to be printed. | 
[Bill 114.] 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION, 

Bill to extend the provisions of the | 
Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation Act, 
1896, ordered to be brought in by Major 
Rasch, Mr. Sinclair, and Mr. Galloway. | 


| 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

“To extend the provisions of the Poor 
Law Officers’ Superannuation Act, 
1896,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday, 
Ist April, and to be printed. [Bill 115.] 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS. 

Bill for the registration of Firms and 
Persons carrying on business under 
Trade Names, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Emmott, Mr. Heath, Sir Alfred 
Hickman, Mr. Holland, Mr. Oldroyd, 
and Mr. Walter Palmer. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 


“For the registration of Firms and 
Persons carrying on 


VOL. XCL 





under 
[FourTH SERIES. ] 


business 
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Trade Names,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 8th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 116. ] 


SUPPLY (NAVY ESTIMATES). 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [21st Mareh], 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


Sirk FORTESCUEFLANNERY: [think 
both the First Lord of the Admiralty 
and the Secretary to the Navy deserve 
great credit for their courage in asking 
the Boilers Committee for a Report 
which would enable them to guide the 
policy of the Navy upon the important 
question of boilers in the immediate 
future, but at the same time I con- 
sider that in the comprehensive state- 
ment which he made to the House 
the hon. Gentleman the Secretary to 


'the Admiralty omitted any reference to 


several important matters. In dealing 
with the question of construction he 
omitted to tell the House what 
the result of our construction was in 
comparison with the navies of the world. 
What the country really desires to 
know is, is our Navy strong enough, 
and how does it compare with the naviesot 
other great Powers? The country has 
had an awakening with regard to Army 
reform. We have seen the decay of a 
great soldier who was sadly un- 
willing, and in some degree unable, to 
perform his duties. The War Office had 
concealed deficiencies which did not 
become known until recently, but which 
have had a disheartening effect upon the 
country, and people are now asking 
themselves whether similar weakness 
exists in the Navy, or whether the 
Navy is really equal to all the 
demands which could be made upon it. 
By comparison this country can really 
afford to play with the Army, because 
the Navy is of far more vital interest 
than the Army can be said to be. 
We talk of the Navy as being the 
first line of defence, because if it were 
not possible to patrol the seas and keep 
2K 
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them open for our commerce, for the 
carrying of our food, we should be 
starved into submission without a shot 
being fired. The Government have now 
been in charge of the Navy for six years, 
and they ought to know whether the 
comparison between the British and 
foreign navies is such as to enable 
them to pledge themselves that the 
Navy is sufficient for all purposes. 

The hon. Member for Devonport. said 
that the programme or construction was 
only a programme atter all, and then 
he went on to speak of the five 
submarine vessels. and — mentioned 
that they were ordered in 1900, 
even before the House — sanctioned 
the building of submarine boats at all. 
But what were the Government to 
do! If they bring in a_ programme 
they are attacked. and if they take 
time by the torelock they are criticised 
for giving orders which were not sanc- 
tioned by Parliament. It 
me that in this particular the Admiralty 
were completely justified in the action 
they took. Everybody remembers the 
outery made as to the Admiralty getting 
behindhand in connection with sub- 
marine boats, which was so great and 
so general that the Admiralty had no 
alternative but to resort to their own 
experiments. Personally [ do not 
think that submarine would 
have any appreciable effect in naval 
warfare, but information as to their 
likelihood of being valuable had to be 
obtained, and such information should 
be obtained first hand. Contrasts have 
been drawn between the naval expendi- 
ture of this country at this time and 
the Naval expenditure ot years ago. 
Seven years ago this country spent 
£14,000.000 on the Navy: the Esti- 
mates now amount to £38,000,000, 
and the question has been asked where 
is this expenditure to stop—is there 
to be no limit?) If there is one truth 
which ought to be accepted by the 
House, it is that the Navy is above 
all parties and above politics. and if 
£33,000,000 is too great an expendi- 
ture I trust that before the debate draws 
to a conclusion statement will 
be made as to what the Government 
consider to be reasonable and sufh- 
cient provision for naval defence. There 


seems to 


vessels 


some 


is a limit, and I think that limit is what 
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is suflicient for the defence of the country 
without any doubt whatever. This 
matter of naval defence is vital, and 
that is the only limit which the country 
will recognise as in any way reasonable. 

In 1889 the noble Lord the present 
Secretary of State for India stated that 
the Navy should be at least equal to 
any two other navies, and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition used these memorable words. 
which I hope are binding on his fol- 
lower the late Civil Lord of the Ad- 
miralty- 

*T accept the doctrine of the standard of 
supremacy, that our Fleet should equal any 
two other fleets in the world.” 


There you have a binding agreement 
made in 1889 between both sides of the 
House, which has been accepted as the 
standard ever since. Now, is it a fact 
that our Fleet is equal to any two other 
fleets in the world! At the present time 
we have battleships in number sixty-six. 
built or building, and within measurable 
distance of completion. France has forty 
battleships under similar circumstances : 
Russia has twenty-nine; and Germany 
has also twenty-nine. Thus, you see, if 
you take the two nations which together 
would produce the largest number of 
battleships, vou have sixty-nine which 
may be arrayed against us, and we have 
sixty-six to compete with them. That 
is, at least, not an equality in our Navy. 
When one remembers the special charac- 
ter of the duty of our Fleet—the necessity 
for blockading the enemy's ports, and the 
necessity for keeping the sea clear for ou 
food supply and our commerce—we see 
clearly enough that there is not an 
equality as yet. even supposing the three 
battleships my right hon. friend has 
promised to be added to the programme 
were completed, which they cannot be 
within at least three years. It seems to 
me that the programme of battleships is 
not sufficient. It me that 
instead of proposing three battleships 
the hon. Gentleman would have been 
wiser, and would have been more in 
proportion to the comparison with other 
fleets on the basis of this agreed standard 
between both sides of the House eleven 
years ago, if he had proposed ten addi- 
tional battleships. 
are twenty cruisers under construction.. 


seems to 


It is true that there: 
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and that the Admiralty propose to add 
eight in the new programme, but the 
cruisers can never take the place of 
battleships. We know that both in the 
Mediterranean squadron and elsewhere 
there is even at the present time a 
deficiency of cruisers. It is a matter of 
great satisfaction to the House to believe 
that there is no longer the difficulty as 
regards new construction and proceeding 
with the ships sanctioned in this House 
which until recently existed. It is a satis- 
faction also to know that the statement 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for the Hallam Division as to armour- 
plate has been fully justified. That state- 
ment was that if a reasonable continuity 
of orders were promised by the Admiralty 
there would be a great increase in the 
appliances for producing armour-plate 
in Sheffield. We are told in the printed 
statement of the First Lord that five 
makers have laid down appliances, and 
that there should be in the near future 
no difficulty in regard to the production 
of armour plate. Another point of great 
importance in relation to this question of 
pushing on ships and saving delay in 
naval construction is the appointment 
of a Committee to inquire into the causes 
of the delay in carrying out the contracts. 
That Committee, I believe, is an exceed- 
ingly wise step. My hon. friend the 
Member for Devonport, whom I am glad 
to see in his place, objected, I think, to 
that Committee on the ground, if I recol- 
lect rightly, that the Admiralty was 
devolving much of its responsibility on 
the Committee. Well, it seems to me 
that if you have the possibility of getting 
the services of men like Sir Thomas 
Sutherland and the hon. Member for 
Maidstone, who have had experience in 
the ordering of ships and of their delivery 
in good time, the Admiralty are wise to 
take advantage of their knowledge and 
of their experience in the mercantile 
marine. 


Mr. KEARLEY: I objected on the 
ground that the Admiralty have plenty 
of experience. They have a body of men 
of great experience, and they ought not 
to call upon outsiders to help them. 


Sik. =FORTESCUE 
Uniortunately it is 


FLANNERY : 


the case that 
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If the Admiralty are wise enough 


to accept teaching in this instance, 
as they have not done in regard to 
the Belleville boilers, then the House 
should approve and applaud and not con- 
demn them. May I venture to make a 
suggestion to my hon. friend the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty, and that is that 
the overseers whose duty it is, on behalf of 
the Admiralty, to superintend the build- 
ing of ships have not had a sufficient 
amount of responsibility and freedom lett 
tothem. Let me explain this to my hon. 
friend. An overseer is always a practical 
shipbuilder. He is taken out of a dock- 
yard and sent by the Admiralty to reside 
day by day and hour by hour at the ship- 
yard where the ships are being built by 
contract. He has not only to examine 
the work as it proceeds, but he has also to 
report to the Admiralty and get letters 
back. The result is that every little detail 
in the ship has to be dealt with, not as it 
might be, and not as it is in the mercan- 
tile service, on the spot by a responsible 
officer, but by Whitehall through the 
medium of the higher officials. The 
aggregate result is that a vessel built by 
contract under this system costs more 
and occupies much longer time than 
would be necessary under a wiser system. 
We have heard much of decentralisation 
as regards the Army. Let me appeal to 
my hon. friend to initiate, as one reform in 
his administration of the Admiralty, the 
decentralisation of the overseeing staff. 
so as to facilitate the quick and economical 
execution of contracts for the building of 
ships. 

There are several features in the 
statement of the First Lord and in the 
speech of my hon. friend to which I should 
like to refer. The Fleet Reserve, as my 
hon. friend the Member for Devonport 
said, is likely to prosper because of the 
bounty, pension, and other attractions. 
It is a leaf taken, if I may say so, out 
of the book of the recent Army reform 
proposals—-that is ‘to say, the time- 
expired men or the veterans are to be 
utilised and secured for the future service 
by enrolling them in a new section of the 
Navy List, which will enable them to have 
the advantages of civil life, and at the 
same time be under the knowledge, and 
in a large degree under the care, of the 
Admiralty. Therefore [| think that this 


some outsiders are better informed. Fleet Reserve is a matter of congratula- 
| 
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tion to the country, and that it will, as the 
hon. Member the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty anticipates, be a success in raising 
the 15,000 men he hopes to obtain. On 
the question of the Naval Reserve there 
is a matter which I think calls for some 
explanation on the part of my hon. friend. 
It is as regards the number of executive 
officers that have been enrolled in the 
Naval Reserve. There are 1,500 exeeu- 
tive officers in the Naval Reserve and 330 
qualified candidates who are applicants 
for appointments. There are 400 engi- 
neer officers in the Reserve and only 
fifteen candidates who are stated to be 
seeking appointments. What do these 
figures prove? As a matter of fact, and 
in this I believe the hon. Member for 
Gateshead will bear me out, there are 
more engineers in the mercantile marine 
than deck officers. Notwithstanding 
that there is a large field from which to 
draw supplies here, we have this dearth 
of applicants in the Navy when there are 
more engineers to draw trom than there 
are deck officers. That is something | 
will speak about on another occasion—- 
the unfortunate position of and the in- 
justice done to the engineers of the Navy. 
I would make as one small suggestion, in 


the first instance, to my hon. friend that 
he should secure every superintending 


engineer in the mercantile service as a re- 
cruiting officer for his reserve engineers 
by re-establishing the abolished rank of 
honorary chief engineer, which was 
mainly for the purpose of giving com- 
missions to the engineers ot the great 
steamship companies. It was unfortu- 
nately abolished, for no reason that | 
can explain. I believe it will be of con- 
siderable assistance to my hon. friend in 
increasing this beggarly supply of fifteen 
aspirants for commissions in the engineer 
rank of the Naval Reserve. 

I come now to the matter referred to 
by the hon. Member for Dundee— 
the Royal Naval Reserve on merchant 
cruisers. My hon. friend referred to the 
fact that the Vote for the expenses ot 
these cruisers has disappeared. The 
explanation given in the statement of 
the First Lord is one which no one can 
deny is a satisfactory explanation so far 
as it goes. There are forty-eight of the 
finest ships in the mercantile marine 
secured to the Admiralty at a compara- 
tively small cost—that is to say, the cal] 


Sir Fortescue Flannery. 
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of these ships is secured. But is that all 
the organisation we could have! Is there 
not something more complete than that ! 
Not long ago I was in a foreign dockyard 
—I dare not say which dockyard—and 
1 saw something that showed me the 
extremity of organisation and prepara- 
tion that these foreign navies have estab 
lished. There was a row of houses and 
over the front door of each house, was 
the name of a ship. Anyone who had 
permission to enter that front door 
would find in the house all the fittings 
down to the smallest details required for 
the ship whose name was painted up 
outside, so that in the event of an emer- 
gency they had only to summon the 
particular vessel, and, without any fuss 
or bother, or risk, the fittings would be 
brought out from the house. In a few 
hours the vessel might be sailing away 
a fully armed cruiser. Has any such 
arrangement been made or attempted 
in regard to these forty-eight steamers 
of the mercantile marine which my 
hon. friend referred to it 
I hope he will tell us when he comes to 
reply. 

I come now to the question my hon. 
friend the late Civil Lord referred to in 
the commencement of his speech, which 
I regard, and which [ think this House 
regards, as the most sensational question 
relating to the Navy that has arisen for 
many years. The situation has with all 
its difficulties some compensating ad- 
vantages, because it has served to arouse 
the attention of the country to the 
Navy and its needs—a matter which has 
not been easy, having regard to the sense 
of security on the part of the people gene- 
rally. 1 refer to the question whieh 
is deservedly associated with the name of 
my hon friend the Member for Gateshead 
—the boiler question. The boilers of a 
ship are apt to be forgotten by the 
ordinary observer. They are as concealed 
from observation as the heart and the 
lungs of a strong man, but they have 
exactly the same relation to the power, 
mobility, and usefulness, to the very life 
of the ship, as the heart and lungs have to 
the strength of the man. What is the 
use of a muscular arm if there be no 
power behind it? What is the use of 
the strongest ship with the best armour 
and the most powerful guns if she has not 
absolutely reliable motive power ? There- 


his speech } 
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tore the boilers, though unseen, though 
until recently almost a bye-word, are, 
after all, more essential to the well-being 
and efficiency of a ship of war than any | 
other part which is not associated with | 
her propulsion and her mobility. 


Let me say a few words on the history 
of this question from my own standpoint. | 
It is quite twenty years ago that a Boiler | 
Committee was appointed for the purpose | 
of inquiring into the possibility of the | 
improvement of the boilers in Her 
Majesty’s ships; and that Committee | 
advised that two small ships should be 
fitted with boilers of this new type— 
a type which had been tried and tound 
wanting, which was despised and rejected 
in the Mercantile Service, not in one line 
of steamers, but in many. At that time 


my hon. friend the Member for Dundee | 
before they committed the Navy to the 


was in office as Civil Lord of the Admi- 
ralty, and he accepted the suggestion of 
the then Boiler Committee. At that 
time also there was a very powerful 
eruiser which had aroused an enormous 
amount of attention in this country 
because she had been prepared by 
Russia, and because it was said she 
was capable of steaming all round 
the world without the necessity of 
coaling at any coaling station—a most 
terrible power if it could be obtained. 
Our Admiralty set to work to give an 
answer in a friendly way to this enormous 
cruiser, and the answer was to be found 
in two vessels—the * Powerful” and the 
“Terrible,” the largest cruisers which, 
up to that date, had ever been attempted. 
The suggestion of the Boiler Committee 
was that two little steamers should be 
fitted for experiment, but that was 
enlarged by the Admiralty tothe fitting of | 
these large cruisers with these new 
experimental boilers. The hon. Member 
last night challenged my hon. friend the 
Secretary to the Admiralty to say what 
was the opinion of the technical advisers 
of the Admiralty now upon this question. 
I do not believe my hon. friend thought 
of sheltering himself behind the technical | 
advisers, but it would have been more 
chivalrous and more fair if he had boldly 
said the experiment made by him was 
nade after full determination by the then 
Board of Admiralty, and was not made 
on mere technical advice. But what 
happened after the boilers were fitted 
into these large cruisers? Was there a 
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trial ? Yes, there was a trial of six hours. 
Was there another trial? Yes, there was 
one of twelve hours. Finally there was 
along trial of thirty hours. After thirty 
hours steaming these vessels were pro- 


“nounced so successful as regards their 


boilers that the whole of the Navy after- 
wards was to be fitted with this new type 
of boiler. Could folly ever go further ? 
Could the desire for scientific experiment 
ever more thoroughly carry the people 


| away than was the case in this instance 4 


What did we find afterwards ? The hon. 


|Member for Dundee in his speech last 


night referred to the fact that the hon. 


| Member for Gateshead was not supported 


five years ago in the pressure which he 
brought on the Admiralty to at least 
try these boilers in any one of their ships 
for endurance by a voyage at full speed 


enormous expenditure of fitting the 
ships with boilers which might not be 
reliable. Refusal after refusal was made. 


Questions were answered at the time, 


and it was denied that there was any 
necessity for sending any one of the ships 


‘on a single passage across the Atlantic 


at full power for the purpose of testing 
the endurance of the boilers. Then 
came all that humiliating series of break- 
downs which my hon. friend has already 
referred to. We had the ‘ Europa” 
going out to Australia for the purpose of 
bringing troops from that country to 
South Africa. We found that she had to 
come home at, I do not know how slow a 
speed, because she was unfit to perform 
the duty. We had the “ Hermes” 
towed into Esquimault like a derelict 
ship on her first voyage. We had other 
cases, and it was only after a threat to 
divide this House that the Admiralty 
allowed the Committee, of whose Report 
we have recently heard so much, to be 
formed. The Report reflects credit on 
the Members of the Committee, on the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, and on my 
hon. friend for their boldness in admitting 
all the mistakes. This Committee con- 
sisted of mercantile engineers. At its 
head was Mr. Bain, the superintending 
engineer of the Cunard Company, whose 
steamers pass with the regularity of 
clockwork from Liverpool to New York. 
This Committee, with all these men of 
capacity upon it, has given a Report 


within six months of a definite chara ter 
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in some respects, although naturally it 


does not in other respects. The recom- 
mendation of the Committee is precise in 
one regard, and that is that the Belleville 
boilers should not continue to be fitted 
in any vessels on which too much progress 
has not been made. It means the con- 
demnation of a very large amount of 
property besides boilers, representing 
more than a million of money ; and it 
means the condemnation of the boilers 
themselves, which may reasonably be 
estimated to have cost at least £3,000,000 
more. Therefore we have this fact, that 
an amount of money corresponding to 
the cost of three battleships has been 
lost over this experiment. But that is 
nothing compared with the fact that 
vessels already fitted, costing many, 
many more millions than the cost of the 
boilers themselves, are crippled and 
rendered useless, by comparison, for the 
defence of the country. 

Why am I railing against the Admiralty 
in this way! Is it to congratulate my- 
self after the manner of the prophet of 
evil who rejoices in saying, “I told you 
so” ! No, Sir, it isnot. I desire to bring 
home to the House and the country the 
fact that some action should be taken 
immediately to restore to these ships the 
mobility and perfection of which they 
have been robbed, and in that view | 
venture to offer a suggestion which I hope 
will receive the earnest consideration of 
the new Board of Admiralty—namely, 
that the vessels which are already fitted 
with these condemned boilers should, at 
the earliest possible date, be fitted with 
boilers of the old evlindrical tvpe, pending 
the completion by the Boiler Committee 
of the investigations they are making. 
and which must necessarily occupy a 
considerable amount of time. Let me 
for a moment reter to two quotations from 
the Interim Report. On page six, these 
words occur- 

“The Committee are of opinion that the 
advantages : are so great at te 
that, provided a satisfuctory type of water tube 
hoiler he adopted ag 
but I search in vain throughout the 
Report for any statement as to what is a 
satisfactory type. The fact is the Commit- 
tee do not know. and no engineer knows, 
what is a satisfactory type of water-tube 
boiler. In the course of my protessional 
experience I have had opportunities of 
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examining all of them, and I respectfully 
agree with the Committee that no one 
knows at the present time what is a 
satisfactory type, notwithstanding the 
great military advantages which they 
undoubtedly possess. The Committee 
recommend that two vessels of a com- 
paratively small size should be fitted 
with water-tube boilers for the purpose 
of experiments, and no doubt that is a 
wise recommendation. But until those 
experiments are made and the Committee 
have arrived at what they regard as a 
satisfactory water-tube boiler, the Admi- 
ralty are in the position of not knowing 
what to do—at least, they ought not to 
know what to do if they are going to act 
upon the suggestions of the Committee 
and they dare not pause in naval construe- 
tion, as we are already too far behind- 
hand. What, therefore, is the course 
they will adopt ? Will they go on fitting 
vessels with these water-tube boilers ! 
Or will they reconcile themselves to the 
admitted loss of speed consequent upon 
the increased weight of the old type of 
boilers, by gaining, at any rate, their safety 
and security ? I venture to say that the 
difficulty is much less than at first sight 
may seem to be the case. There are many 
people who are able to takeordersfor eylin- 
drical boilers at the present time, and if the 
Admiralty will go about the matter in a 
systematic businesslike way, as any 
large steamship company would do, the 
hon. Gentleman will find the difficulty 
not nearly so great as might be antici- 
pated, and he will have the satisfaction 
within a year or a little over of having 
restored to many of the vessels now under 
condemnation the proper mobility and 
completeness of high speed which was 
intended in their original design. 

I shallmake reference, onlyfora moment, 
to a question which has already had 
sympathetic treatment in a general way 
by my hon. friend—namely, the question 
of engineers in the Navy. The main ques- 
tion in a sentence is this: The engineer, 
whilst having the duty of maintaining 
discipline and order in one-third of the 
ship's company, has no authority over his 
men. He has as much and as little 
authority as the doctor, the paymaster, 
or the chaplain. Yet that officer, with 
authority over executive rank, has done 
good service both ashore and afloat. At 
Ladysmith an engineer officer did good 
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work, and in the expedition for the relief | frequently made reference to the neces- 


of the Embassies at Peking an engineer 
officer, whenthe marineartillery officer was 
killed, took charge of the men and acted 
so well that his name was mentioned in 
despatches. I venture to claim that the 
time has now come when, as.a matter not 
merely of justice, but of wisdom and 
prudence in the interests of the Navy, 
engineers should have the proper rank 
and authority of Engineer Officers. I see 
the right hon. Member for South Antrim 
in his place. Among the great services he 
rendered at the Admiralty there is one 
which stands out very prominently in 
my mind. He was a member of a Com- 
mittee which consisted of himself, Prince 
Louis of Battenberg, and, | think, Admiral 
Douglas, which inquired into the question 
of the proper pay of engineers in the 
Fleet, and one of the recommendations 
of the Committee was that engineers 
should have the executive rank. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim. 8.): | 
do not like to interrupt my hon. friend, 
but there is no foundation whatever tor 
saying that the Committee made any 
recommendation in the direction he has 
just stated, 


Sr FORTESCUE FLANNERY: 
Perhaps my right hon. friend befere this 
debate closes will state, as far as official 
limitations will allow, what he regards as 
a’ wise course in this matter. At all 
events, it is generally understood through- 
out the engineering service in the country 
that that recommendation was made by 
the Committee. I thank the House for 
having listened to me, and my only 
excuse for trespassing upon its indulgence 
at such length is that the subject is of 
vast and vital interest to the country. 


*Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): One of the 
features which the present war has 
brought out prominently is the import- 
ance in the Army of what is known as 
the human element. It appears from 
our experience in the South African War 
that we shall in future warfare have to 
rely more on the initiative of the rank and 
file. That this feature is not confined 
to the Army alone has been shown by the 
prominence given in this debate to the 
same element in the Navy. The hon. 


and gallant Member for Great Yarmouth 


sity of paying particular attention to the 
human element. 

The next matter which has been 
brought very largely under our notice 
in these debates, particularly 
by the right hon. Member — for 
Dundee, is the necessity, before very 
long, of increasing the personnel of the 
Navy as regards numbers. The large 
shipbuilding programme now _ being 
undertaken implies that before many 
years are over we shall have to look 
forward to a very large increase in the 
manning of the Navy. This brings one 
to the consideration as to whether it is 
not time that the Admiralty should begin 
to look for fresh recruiting grounds for 
the Navy. It is a matter of common 
knowledge that as things at present 
stand the Navy is reeruited almost 
entirely from one portion of these islands 
—-namely, the southern or south-western 
portion. Now, that recruiting ground 
is limited both as regards numbers and 
quality, and it is of the utmost import- 
ance, in view of this human element, 
that the Navy should present a micro- 
cosm of the nation in the sense of having 
in its ranks men recruited from all parts 
of the country. This impels me to call 
attention to the magnificent recruiting 
ground in the north-west and north-east 
of Seotland. I believe that not more 
than 3 or 4 per cent. of the men in 
the Navy come from Seotland, and this is 
all the more remarkable when one 
considers that in Seotland and certain 
parts of Ireland we are face to face with 
a state of things which ealls for the 
Congested Districts Board to deal with. 
How much better would it be if, instead 
of introducing doubtful emigration 
schemes, we were able to induce the 
admirable material which exists there 
to enter the Navy. I suppose the hon. 
Gentleman opposite will be ready to 
admit that it is desirable that men from 
all parts of the country should, if possible, 
be induced to enter the Navy. I think 
that in itself is an object worthy of being 
pursued. Not only have we to deal with 
the people of these islands, but the 
question has been ventilated more than 
once in the course of this debate that we 
shall probably have to look to the colonies 
in the future for some contribution to 
our Navy in the shape cf money, and I 


more 








945 Supply 


think we may look forward also to their 


contributing in the shape of men. 
It is desirable that in this manner 


also the colonies should also contribute. 
If that be an object desirable in itself, 
the question arises, How is it to be 
attained? We are frequently directed 
to the Navy as an example for the 
Army, but here I would venture to 
direct the attention of the Admiralty to 
the Army as presenting them, to some 
extent, with a model by which they 
might proceed to attract recruits for the 
Navy. What would the Army have been 
to-day if it had been recruited upon the 
same principle as the Navy? Suppose 
the Army had been reeruited almost 
solely, as is the case with the Navy, from 
within districts of England. We should 
then have found that in Seotland and 
Treland there would have been 
reluctance to join the Army, and 
we should not have had those magnifi- 
cent Scotch and Irish regiments who 
have distinguished themselves so much 
both in the present and past campaigns. 
May I suggest to the Admiralty that they 
might apply their minds to the idea of 
having Scotch, Irish, and colonial ships ? 
I do not suppose that this idea is a new 
one. The Admiralty has already en- 
deavoured so far to carry it into effect 


some 


by stationing training ships all over 


these islands. but these do not serve the 
same purpose, because it is well known 
that as soon as men have passed through 
the training ships they will be scattered 
over all the other ships in the Navy, and 
they will not have the opportunity of 
consorting with their compatriots. In 
many of thoserecruiting districts to which 
I have referred the national or clan feeling 
is very strong. and it will be a long time 
before it dies out. This view may not 
commend itself to hon. Members repre- 
senting other parts of these islands, but 
it is a fact, and it is a factor to be dealt 
with. Surely it would be possible to 
have in the Channel Fleet one Seoteh 
ship and perhaps another Scotch ship in 
the Mediterranean. On the Pacific 
Station we might have one colonial ship, 
recruited trom Australia and Canada, 
and in that way we might encourage 
recruiting from those places. 

An incidental advantage that would 


accrue from this is the one which was. 


alluded to from the Benches below the 


Mr. Black. 


{COMMONS} 
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discussion upon the 
yesterday — namely, 


gangway in the 
first Amendment 


that it would in’ large’ measure 
solve the religious difficulty, which 
no doubt is a_ pressing one. | 
think the Secretary to the Admi- 


ralty felt that the Irish Catholics had 
a grievance which he was willing to 
endeavour to redress as far as he could. 
This scheme of territorialising would very 
redress this grievance. I believe 
it is the fact, and it is in accordance 
with the common experience — of 
humanity that clergymen, not only in 
Ireland, but in Scotland, do not en- 
courage the voung men of their districts 
to join the Navy. I believe that is a 
fact. and it is in a manner Justified, 


soon 


because the clergymen are _ there 
to preserve the youth under — their 
charge in that religion in which 
they are brought up. So that the 


clergymen in doing this are only doing 
their duty. The clergy in Scotland and 
Ireland do not encourage recruiting tor 


|the Navy, but if we had this territorial 


scheme we should get rid of that diffi- 
culty. and I do not doubt that recruits 
would flow freely both from Scotland 
and Ireland. The Secretary to the 
Admiralty and the Admiralty officials, 
I know. have some red-tape objections 
to this scheme. They advert, | believe, 
to the great variety of ratings in the 
Navy as distinguished from the Army. 
and not being able to get the proper 
proportions of men for national ships te 
fill each rating. But surely, without 
arriving at exactitude in the way ot 
having all the men on one ship of one 
nationality, it might he possible to arrive 
approximately and broadly at this result. 
even although men of other nationalities 
were in measure drafted in to fill ratings 
in which the nationality to which the 
ship belonged was deficient. In any 
event, it is the duty of the officials not 
to be bound by red tape, but to burst 
asunder such bonds, and find some way 
of meeting the point with which I have 
been dealing. I commend to the most 
serious attention of the Admiralty this 
suggestion of territorialising some ships. 
I would like to call attention to another 
point, affecting the officers. The training 
of our naval officers must be lamentably 
deficient in the matter of naval history. 
We owe it to America that she has 
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produced the only officer who has 
been capable of awakening the mind, not 
only of Americans, but of Europe, upon 
the importance of the great question of 
sea power. There are many officers in 
His Majesty's Navy who have not under- 
taken, with all the diligence that is 
necessary, the study of works in naval 
history like that produced by Captain 
Mahan and others, and this is a point I 
should venture to commend to the 
attention of the Admiralty. 


Mr. MAJENDIE (Portsmouth) said 
he very much regretted that the hon. 
Member for Dundee was not present, 
for he had a very considerable amount 
of fault to find with one statement of 
the hon. Member. He practically stated 
that he objected to the amount of money 
provided for in the Naval Estimates this 
year. As one of the strongest supporters 
of His Majesty’s Government. he (Mr. 
Majendie) rejoiced to think that in no 
way had there been any retrenchment 
as regards expenditure on the Navy. 
In other words, knowing as they did 
that there must be a considerable sum 
voted tor the Army Estimates, they 
found that in no way had the Navy 
suffered in the sum to be voted for the 
Navy Estimates. 

Passing to another subject. he listened 
with great interest last night to the 
speech of the hon. and gallant Member 
tor Great Yarmouth, in which he spoke 
of the personnel of the Navy, but he 
would like to touch upon that subject 
ina different manner altogether. He 
would like to bring up the question of 
the food supplied to the lower deck. 
Probably not many Members of this 
House understood fully what the food 
of the lower deck was. ‘To begin with, 
he would give the number of meals pro- 


vided. The hours of meals were: six 
oclock, breakfast; dinner, twelve 
oclock ; tea, from four to five. Of 


course, this varied in many ships, but 
he wished to go into the subject of the food 
provided. The breakfast of the seaman 
consisted of a piece of dry bread and a 
pint of tea. His dinner might consist of 
one pound of beet with half a pound 
of vegetables, or a variation of one pound 
of salt pork, three-quarters of a pound 
of salt beef with preserved potatoes, or 
three-quarters of a pound of mutton with 
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rice. He maintained that was not suffi- 
cient food for the British seaman. The 
Navy was supposed to be thoroughly fed 
in every way, but he would compare 
it with the Army in this respect. The 
Army were given free clothing, free food, 
and free everything at the same time. 
Taking a rough estimate, he would say 
that a man in the Navy had to pay at 
least 15s. a month out of his pay towards 
these things. 

He would pass from the ordinary sea- 
man to the chief petty officers, which 
he thought was a question standing 
out in a glaring manner before every- 
There were three classes of petty 


one. 
officers, and every one of them were 
leading men on the lower deck. The 


chiet petty officer was the man whom 
everybody on the lower deck looked up 
to, for he was responsible practically for 
the discipline and the carrying on of the 
whole of the work on the lower deck. 
Again, when the chiet petty officer 
retired from the Service he was only 
eligible for a first-class petty officer's 
pension. Why should he not get due 
compensation tor the work he had done, 
and why should he be reduced at the 
moment of his retirement? What he 
wanted was that the pension should 
be 3s. a day. He sincerely hoped that 
something would be done to create in 
the Navy a rank corresponding to that 
of quartermaster in the Army. What 
inducement was there for a good man 
to enter the Navy when he could rise 
no higher than a warrant officer? In 
the Army commissions were given over 


and over again from the ranks. Why 
should not the senior Service have an 
equal privilege extended to them! 


Three commissions only had been given 
in the Navy—one to Mr. Creely, one to 
Mr. Webber, and one to Mr. Sims, the 
two former in- respect of — service 
in Egypt. and the latter during 
the present war. He noticed that 
the Secretary to the Admiralty had 
stated that certain rank was to be given 
to 100 electricians, but where did the 
chief armourer come in? He had 
practically charge of all the electrical 


appliances in the ship. Then, at present 


the chief stoker could not rise above 
the rank of chief petty officer. He 
suggested that the chief stokers should 
be granted the rank of warrant officers. 
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and had seen the tremendous 
responsibility that lay on these men. 

Coming now to the officers onthe quarter 
deck—an_ officer when abroad was 
granted a fortnight’s leave, but if he 
was on a permanent station he had 
a right to claim six weeks leave. All 
the leave which the seven or nine officers 
on board the “ Centurion,” the flagship 
on the China station, and which was 
recommissioned on Ist April, 1897, 
would have would be eight weeks. 
On the other hand, there was not an 
officer in the Army who could not claim 
two or three months leave in the year, 
and if not they could have indulgences 
and could get many a forty-eight hours 
leave to go on urgent private affairs ; 
whereas in the Navy an officer who 
had been abroad for many years could 
only get six weeks leave, and perhaps 
only two or three, to visit his friends. 


room, 


He would like to say something as 
regarded the ships of the Navy. He 
maintained that the Mediterranean 
squadron had been materially reduced 
by sending the “ Ocean” to China. 
He was not saying that that was not 
just. It necessary to have the 
strongest possible fleet in China; but 
the Mediterranean Fleet should not be 
so materially reduced, and we had not 
a single battleship to send in place of the 
* Ocean.” Then the * Centurion ” and 
the * Barfleur.” in the China Squadron, 
ought to have been relieved long ago, 
but we had not the battleships to spare 
for the purpose. It was hoped that the 
* Albion ” and the * Implacable would 
he shortly ready for sea, but the gun- 
mountings had been taken out of the 
i Implacable and put into the * Irre- 
sistible.”” He felt that he was making 
a speech against the Government, but 
he hoped that every effort would be 
made to get more battleships. As 
regarded the first-class cruisers, he had 
nothing to say against them. With 
the programme we now had we should 
have the finest set of first-class armoured 
cruisers in the world. [An Hon. Mem- 
BER: When /] He maintained that at 
this moment we were not short of first- 
class cruisers. As to the 
cruisers, he had nothing to complain 
oftbut their speed. Ten years ago we 
were content with aspeed of twentyknots; 


Mr. M yendie, 


Was 


second-class 


{COMMONS} 


He had himself been down in the engine- | 
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but he contended that that was not 
sufficient now. (Quite recently eighteen 
second-class eruisers had been built, 
mostly in private yards in England, 
with a speed of over twenty-two knots, 
Two ships had been built for China and 
one for Russia—the latter not built 
in an English yard—with a _— speed 
of twenty-four knots. Some people said 
that there was no use for second-class 
cruisers ; but he maintained that they 
were useful for watching our enemy's 
ports. If we were at war with a foreign 
nation the most useful ships would be 
the second and_ third cruisers, 
He had not the slightest idea of what 
the speed of the new cruisers to be 
built would be, but he did urge on the 
Admiralty that they should improve 
the speed of those already built. They 
had heard something about submarine 
boats, and he must confess that it pleased 
him that France little 
that we were building five submarine 
ships, the policy of which he entirely 
endorsed. Everybody had listened with 
great attention and admiration to the 
speech of the Secretary for War in 
regard to Army retorm. One sentence 
in that speech had struck him particu 
larly, and that was that further induee- 
ments would be held out to men to 
join the Army, such as the reduction 
of barrack square drill. He could not 
in any way advocate this in regard to 
the Navy, but many reforms might be 
introduced in the training of the men 
on the lower deck. It was said that 
had it not been the present war 
the unsatisfactory management of the 
Army might have gone on long enough. 
He did not wish for a moment to speak 
against the Army; but he said, God 
forbid that we should have to have a 
naval war before it necessary to 
introduce that needed our 
Navy. 


class 


Was a scared 


for 


was 
reform in 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) said 
that the dispute as to whether the old 
stvle of boilers or the Belleville boilers 
should be adopted in the Navy was not a 
matter which interested him or his con- 
stituents. It had been alleged by hon. 
Members opposite that Ireland had 
as much interest as other parts of the 
Empire in increasing the effective 
naval forees of the Empire. That he 
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tribute towards the maintenance of the 
Navy in the same measure as they had 
asked the poorer country Ireland. He 
observed in these huge Navy Votes 
£300,000 was to be spent in new works 
at Gibraltar, £30,260 on the dockyard at 
Bermuda, and £60,000 on a_ coaling 
station at the Falkland Islands. Now, 
he maintained that these works were of 
asmuch if not more advantage to Canada 
and to the Australian colonies as to the 
people of Ireland. That was putting the 
case of Ireland on a very low ground 
indeed ; but right hon. Gentlemen who 
sat on the Treasury Bench had not dared 
to ask Canada and Australia to con- 
tribute a single penny towards the ex- 
pense of these works. It was a mere 
playing with words to say that Ireland 
was as much interested as other parts of 
the Empire in this expenditure. There 
was no expenditure from which Ireland 
got so little benefit as that on the Navy 
What interest had Ireland in maintaining 
the supremacy of the seas for England ? 
Ireland existed on the produce of Ireland, 
and, indeed, she sent a great deal of her 
produce, in addition, to England, Scotland 
and Wales. Therefore, he protested 
against the theory that Ireland was as 
much interested as Great Britain in this 
enormous Naval expenditure. Ireland 


far as the Naval expenditure was con- 
cerned, as Australia and Canada oceupied 
to-day. 

He had another objection to this 
Vote, and that was, that Ireland received 
little or nothing at all from the actual 
expenditure of the many millions asked 
from the House. He asked the hon. 
Gentleman who represented the Admi- 
ralty why Ireland was not considered in 
allocating the contracts for the building 
and repair of war vessels for the Navy. 
A most extraordinary thing to his mind, as 
a business man, was that the southof Eng- 
land was chosen for the expenditure of 
many millions of money on dockyards and 
the equipments of dockvards. It was a 
singular fact that not a single site in the 
neighbourhood of these dockyards had 
been chosen by commercial firms for the 
erection of great manufacturing works. 
(ontrast with that the great shipbuilding 





should be placed in the same position, so , 
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denied. The English Government had! centres of Seotland and Ireland—the 
not dared to ask Canada, Australia, or Clyde, Belfast and Londonderry. He 
the other self-governing colonies to con-| ventured to assert that there was not 


a single dockyard or shipbuilding centre 
in England the establishment of which 
could be defended on commercial prin- 
ciples by any member on the Government 
Benches. Their policy in this, as in every 
other case, was that the English Govern- 
ment had been more anti-Irish than 
commercial. In no part of the three 
kingdoms could cheaper or more efficient 
labour be obtained than in the city of 
Londonderry. The establishment — of 
dockyards and other great Admiralty 
works at Londonderry and Belfast had 
been raised time and again from these 
Benches, but not a single pennyof Govern- 
ment money had been spent in building or 
repairing warships at these ports. He re- 
membered that on the eve of the General 
Election of 1895 the right hon. Member 
for South Antrim, who then represented 
the Admiralty in the House, came to 
Londonderry and addressed a Unionist 
meeting there, and the burden of his 
speech was that Derry would get, not the 
building or repairing of one warship, but 
the building of dozens of warships ; at 
least that was the purport of his remarks, 
and that was why he was brought down 
as a decoy duck for the electors of 
Derry to address an election meeting. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I deny the 
correctness of what the hon. Member has 
stated, and I ask him to quote any _por- 
tion of my speech which bears out the 
assertion he has made. 

*Mr. ODOHERTY: Although | was 
election agent for the Nationalist candi- 
date, | went to the Guildhall, where the 
right hon. Gentleman addressed a meet- 
ing. It was a reason put forward by the 
Unionists as to why Derry men should 
support the candidate favoured by the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. MACARTNEY : No, Sir, I must 
ask the hon. Member to quote my exaet 
words. I have denied the correctness 
of his statement, and | must ask him to 
withdraw it—{Cries of “Oh” from the 
Irish Benehes|—unless he quotes the 
speech bearing the construction he has 
placed upon it. 
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*Mr. O'DOHERTY : In the law courts! further 
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told that this shipbuilding 


in which I practise if personal and direct | yard had been examined by an expert, 


testimony can be given quotations or 
secondary evidence are not admitted. 
[ am now giving my personal recollee- 
tion. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I really must 
insist on the hon. Gentleman—|Cries of 
* Order, order! ”’ and “Who are you to 
insist !”’ from the Irish Benches.| I am 
entitled, according to the practice of the 
House, to ask the hon. Gentleman to 
quote the speech upon which he relies for 
the statement he has now made in the 
House. I have denied that there is any 
foundation for the statement, and I must 
ask him either to withdraw that state- 
ment or to produce the speech. [Cries 
of ** Order! ” from the Irish Benches. | 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY : Lask the right hon. 
Member if he did not come to London- 
derry at that election to support the 
candidature of Mr. Herdman and address 
at meeting in the ( ruildhall. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
is a very long way from the question of 
the Navy Estimates. 


*Mr. ODOHERTY : It has something 
to do, Sir, with the building of ships and 
the spending of some of this vast Naval 
expenditure in our country. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It has nothing to do 
with the building of ships in the sense in 
which shipbuilding is provided for in the 
Estimates. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY said he would bow 
to the ruling of the Chair and not further 
refer to the matter. But when the right 
hon. Member and otherhon. Gentlemen on 
the other side asked the Irish people at 
election times to return their party to 
power on these promises he thought it 
was only fair that he should refresh t heir 
now across the floor of the 
In 1887, Mr. Justin MeCarthy, 


memories 
House. 


who was then Member for Derry City, 
raised the question in this House, and 
was told by the present Secretary of State 
for India that the Derry shipbuilding 
yards would be examined to find out 
whether they were fit for Government 
McCarthy 


work. In 1889 Mr. was 


and that this expert had certified that 
the yard was fit for Government 
work. Though that was thirteen years 
ago, not a single penny of Government 
money had been spent in the city by the 
Foyle, either in the repair or the building 
of warships. When the Channel Squad- 
ron visited the waters of the Foyle or 
Lough Swilly the slightest repair that had 
to be made on any vessel of that squadron 
was executed in an English dockyard. 
The Derry shipbuilders were not allowed 
to do any repairing work, although the 
ships were actually intheirport. He ven- 
tured to say that out of all the millions 
spent on the Navy not £50 were spent 
in Ireland. It struck him that if the 
cities of Londonderry and Belfast had 
not been Irish cities dockyards would 
have been established there long ago. 
And in this respect he might add that 
the orange tint of the sky in these cities 
had no more attraction for the Admi- 
ralty than had the green tint in Cork. 
This question had been discussed at the 
General Election, not only in London- 
derry, but in the city of Galway and 
elsewhere, and Unionist candidates had 
assured the Irish voters that it they only 
elected them the Government which 
they supported would have dockyards 
and shipbuilding yards growing up like 
mushrooms in their bays and _ rivers. 
Months had passed, and not a single ship, 
or even row boat, had been constructed, 
and, as in the past, the electors in these 
cities had been duped. One point more. 
When questions had been raised as to 
the expenditure of these huge suns of 
money for the Navy, it had never been 
raised by hon. Gentlemen from Ireland 
who sat on the opposite side of the 
House, but invariably by the Irish 
Members on these benches. It was they 
who protested that more money was 
not spent by the Government in ireland. 
Where were those hon. Members to-day 
who were so flippant with their promises 
as to the building of warships in Ireland 
in October last, and why was this ques 
tion left to hon. Members like himself, 
who were not particularly interested in 
the shipbuilding towns of Ireland, but 
who were only concerned with the general 
material progress and _ prosperity 0 
every part of their country! He 
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would appeal to the hon. Gentleman who |in naval matters had overlapped that 
represented the Admiralty in the House! of these two countries by something 
and who represented a constituency |like fourteen millions. That was: 
whose well-being was bound up with the} comparison which was excessively mis- 
shipbuilding in Ireland, to see that when leading, if it were accepted as a true 
contracts for the building and repair of | criterion of the relative position of 
warships were given out by the Admi-| Great Britain and its foreign competitors. 
ralty, a fair amount, all things being) What they had to look to was the position 
equal, should be given to the Irish ship-| of the new construction abroad, and 
building yards. He had no doubt that | the new construction in this country. He 
if the hon. Gentleman did that a new thought if they did so that the House 
industry would grow up and flourish In would agree that the proposals made 
many ol the seaport cities of Lreland, as by the First Lord of the Admiralty 
the shipbuilding industry had sprung were far from being excessive, and, in- 
up and flourished in Beltast. reality, only met the natural require- 
ments and the necessities of the moment. 
In 1899 the expenditure of France 
Gentleman deserved a good deal of and Russia was a little cited £8,000,000, 
attention. He, however, wished to draw and during the same period our ies i 
attention to the criticism on Naval se is nth hag F geet and 
expenditure imade the previous night “SS! were <thgs i ahead of us in 
by the hon. Member for Dundee, which , Xpenditure oe RS Oars ae 
must be regarded with a certain amount 1899. In the present year their expen- 
of anxiety seeing that the hon. Gentleman diture was estimated at £7.600,000, 
represented, in Naval matters, the party | sagen was een at, and he hoped 
opposite. The hon. Member had empha- ub  Daigne tag a calnraesoes 460,000, so that 
ised very strongly his views in regard | Only in the present year had we recovered 
to the expenditure on the Navy in this the position we had lost in 1899, in new 
country, and had expressed the greatest construction. Upon these grounds he 
anxiety as tu the magnitude of the submitted that the proposal made by 
proposals of the First Lord of the Admi- the Government was not pansion 
ralty. The hon. Gentleman had taken | #"d only adequate to the responsibilities 
up a position which he was bound of the country. It was entirely beside 
to admit he was justified in doing, of re- the question to compare the gross expen- 
quiring full explanations of these gigantic diture, soapy ode vears had been 
proposals, and no doubt before’ these swollen by claims which other countries 
debates were over the hon. Gentleman had not to bear, with that of foreign 
would hear a justification from the Front | * OWeT- 
Bench for the proposals which he hoped) He had heard with great pleasure the 
would enable him to aequiesce in them. admission of the hon. Gentleman that 
If, however, the hon. Gentleman was not. the delayin new construction was due to 
fully satisfied he is» bound to move natural causes, which the Admiralty 
an Amendment which would give definite could not control. The hon. Gentleman 
expression to the feelings he enunciated said that the paralysis of new con- 
the previous afternoon. The hon. Gentle- | struction was the result of difficulty 
man laid before the House certain figures in procuring machinery, not only for 
which, so far as the position of this, putting into the ships, but also the 
country was concerned, in respect to} machinery necessary for manufacturing 
construction, were liable to miscon-| for all purposes required in Admiralty 
struction, and to give a misleading | construction. He had no criticism to 
view as to the relative position of | offer in regard to the Committee which 
England and other countries. He com-| had been appointed to inquire into the 
pared the gross expenditure of the|delay, because he believed that the 
United Kingdom in 1893 with the gross | conclusions arrived at by that Committee 
expenditure of France and Russia in| would sustain the statements which 
that year, and then he pointed out] had been made by his hon. friend the 
that in the interval our gross expenditure | Secretary to the Admiralty. The Com- 
| 


*Mr. MACARTNEY said that the 


concluding observation of the hon. 








Supply— 
mittee would be forced to the conclusion 
that the delay in construction had not 
been the fault of the Admiralty, but had 
been due to circumstances over which 
they had no control, and which the 
contractors had been unable to combat. 
It had been suggested that the delay 
in new construction had been accentuated 
by the omission of the Admiralty to 
enforce penalties, but having regard to 
the fact that that delay had been caused 
largely by strikes, he did not believe the 
House would accept the proposition 
that the enforcing of penalties by the 
Admiralty against the contractors, would 
have in any way prevented it. The 
contractors had conclusively shown that 
they had done everything in_ their 
power to facilitate construction. and 
penalties were never enforced by the 
Admiralty unless they were perfectly 
convinced that the contractors had 
failed to do their best to carry out the 
work which they had in hand. He 
did not think that the Admiralty would 
depart from this rule, and at the same 
time he could assure the House that 
the penalties were always inflicted when 
there was just cause for their infliction. 
With regard to the rate of shipbuilding, 
the hon. Member for Devonport. speaking 
on the previous day, had said that the 
country had entirely lost that rapidity of 
shipbuilding which was in existence in 
184. 
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Mr. KEARLEY : Not the country but 
the Admiralty. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY said the hon. Mem- 
her for Devonport had stated that the 
rapidity of shipbuilding had entirely 
disappeared, and the inference which 
was deduced was that it was entirely 
the fault of the administration. Ship- 
building had decreased in rapidity, but 
the Admiralty in this regard was still 
ahead of foreign Powers. The rate of 
shipbuilding by the Admiralty in the 
Government dockyards was three years 
or a little over. The rate in the Govern- 
ment yards of France was three and a half 
years, in Russia five years, in Germany 
between three and four years; and the 
only country which could approach us in 
this matter, and who built their ships in 
this country, was Japan, whose average 
was a little under three years. So 


Mr. Macartney. 


{COMMONS} 
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that if the rates of shipbuilding were 
compared there was not after all much 
difference. One advantage which foreign 
countries building in Great Britain 
had over the Admiralty arose from the 
fact that the persons responsible for the 
building of the ships were also responsible 
for the designs upon which those ships 
were built ; but though this gave theman 
advantage, he did not think it would be 
wise for the Admiralty to alter the pro- 
cedure which they adopted, because in 
all new classes of vessels which were being 
built there were questions arising which 
could only be solved from experience 
gained afloat, and which of a necessity 
could not be dealt with bythe contractors, 
and could only be dealt with successfully 
by the Admiralty after they had con- 
sulted their experts. It was upon the 
period within which the * Majestic ” and 
‘ Magnificent were built that the 
exaggerated feeling in this country about 
the increased time of Admiralty ship 
construction was based. These two ships, 
which were built one at Chatham and one 
at Portsmouth, were built in two years 
and two months. How was it that in 
these two dockyards they were able to 
turn out these two ships in that period ? 
The whole strength of the yards was 
turned on to them, and of the whole of 
the new construction money for 1894-95, 
amounting to £4,427,000, one-fourth was 
spent absolutely on these two ships. The 

fenown,’ which was laid down one 
year before either of these two ships, was 
put on one side. 

The hon. Member continued: I am not 
blaming the Admiralty of the day for the 
course they took, but it is the fact that 
the exceptional rate of construction 
arrived at in the case of these two ships 
was arrived at principally by turning on 
to them the whole strength of the yards, 
and by certainly not expediting any other 
new ship under construction, and by put- 
ting on one side the power of the yards to 
carry out the reconstruction and repair 
of other ships. That is admitted, and 
therefore I say it is an unfair standard to 
set up, for all the other ships of the 
‘Majestic ” class took two years and 
nine months, and, practically speaking, 
the average period was not much less 
than it is now. I feel confident that the 
hon. and learned Gentleman opposite will 


| agree with me that, taking one year with 
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another, and taking the conditions in 
private yards and the conditions in the 
Government dockyards, it would be im- 
possible for the Admiralty to contend that 
a battleship could be built in a less period 
than three years. Therefore I submit 
that the delay in construction to which 
the public mind has been so much directed 
in the last few years has been the result 
entirely of natural causes: but the rate 
of construction has not materially di- 
minished, and as compared with our great 
European competitors we are still practi- 
cally ahead of them in the rate of our 
shipbuilding progress. 

I wish to allude to other two questions 
referred to in the statement of the First 
Lord. One is the supply of shells and the 
other is the question of submarine boats. 
My hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, | am sure quite unwittingly, 
used an expression in alluding to armour- 
piercing shells which has been taken up 
by some newspapers in the country in 
order to levelan attack upon the late First 
Lord, Lord Goschen. One paper drew 
attention to it by saying that the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty had referred to the 
great services Lord Goschen rendered to 
the Navy, and at the same time twitted 
him by saving that now for the first time 
the Admiralty had a supply of armour- 
piercing shells in the Navy. This ques- 
tion was under the consideration of the 
late administration and the Admiralty 
for some years, and it was Lord Goschen 
who first took money for the supply of 
these shells. Undoubtedly the late ad- 
ministration would have taken money 
for the supply of these shells if they had 
heen in a position to place orders with 
contractors for their manufacture. But 
as hon. Gentlemen in the House who 
have taken an interest in the matter 
know, it was some time before the Admi- 
ralty succeeded in reaching a design which 
combined all the qualifications necessary 
for an effective armour-piercing shell. 
With regard to submarine boats. that was 
a matter which was dealt with by the 
late administration, and the contract for 
submarine boats was carried out by the 
administration of which Lord Goschen 


was at the head, but it is not quite clear 
from the statement of the First Lords. 
Practically, I may say, nine-tenths of 
what appears in the First Lord’s state- 
statement 


ment is a of the policy 


22 Marcu 1901} 








Navy Estimates. 958 


carried out by Lord Goschen. A 
very important question, raised by the 
hon. Member for the Brightside Division, 
was that of Treasury control. I entirely 
disagree with the views he brought 
before the House, and I think it right 
to say a few words about it. I suppose 
the Secretary to the Admiralty has more 
to do with the Treasury than almost 
any other individual. I entirely deny 
that the Treasury in any way impedes 
the proper exercise of the responsibility 
of the Admiralty in expenditure. It is 
a delusion that exists in the public mind 
that the Treasury in some way or other 
has the power of preventing the Admi- 
ralty spending the money Parliament 
votes for naval purposes. The Treasury 
has no power whatever to interfere in 
the expenditure of the Admiralty. But 
above and beyond that, the Treasury 
invariably permit the Admiralty to 
apply, if they show proper reasons, any 
unexpended surplus which may accrue 
on one Vote to the necessities of another. 
Above all, should any sudden emergeney 
arise, or should the Lords of the Admi- 
ralty consider it expedient from the 
point of view of public necessity, or in 
the interest of the Admiralty, to incur 
an expenditure for which they have 
not Parliamentary sanction, if the Lords 
of the Adiniralty assume the responsi- 
bility of showing that this expenditure 
is necessary in the public interest and 
cannot deterred without detriment 
to the public service. the Treasury in- 
variably give way. The hon. Member 
for the Brightside Division naturally 
has not had the opportunity of studying 
those valuable Reports known as_ the 
Appropriation Account and the Dock- 
yard Expenditure Account. If he had. 
he would have seen that there are in 
almost every page letters written by the 
Admiralty to the Treasury proposing 
expenditure, to which the Treasury give 
their sanction on the ground that 
the Admiralty have stated that to with- 
hold sanction would be detrimental to 
the publie interest. Over and over 
again in the last five vears the Admiralty 
have received the sanction of the Trea- 
sury, unhesitatingly given, for the ex- 
penditure of public money for which 
the Admiralty have obtained no_ pre- 
vious Parliamentary sanction; but the 


be 


First Lord and his administration must 
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take upon themselves the responsibility 
of justifving to the Treasury and the 
country the necessity for the exceptional 
demand which they make. I am bound 
to say. from the experience I had at the 
Admiralty of the numerous communi- 
cations | had to make to the Treasury, 
that it is an absolute delusion or mis- 
representation of the facts to suppose 
that the officials of the Treasury con- 
nected with Admiralty administration 
show any indisposition whatever to give 


just recognition to the claims of the 
Admiralty. 

1 wish to eall the attention of the 
Secretary to the Admiralty to a 


most important question, which I can 
only raise on the general debate. but | 
do not ask an now. It is the 
question where the Army and Navy 
have interests which adjoin each other. 
and which very often become conflicting 
interests. At Chatham, Portsmouth. 
and Devonport, and in some foreign 
ports, the Ariny and Navy have estab- 
lishments. The Admiralty ground and 
the War Office ground are mixed up in 
Over and over again 


answer 


a positive jumble. 
questions arise in which one Department 
or the other requires to give way. In 
many mutual are 
arrived at without great difficulty. But 
the question which | wish to raise is 
does not rest upon small 
details. I shall choose Chatham as an 
illustration. If a question arises affect- 
ing the amount of ground which the 
naval authorities have there, and if they 
have established the necessity for ex- 
pansion to the satisfaction of the Defence 
Committee of the Cabinet, or the Cabinet 
itself, there ought to be no question as 
to whether their demand should be con- 
ceeded. The Army can go anywhere. 
They are not tied to Chatham, but the 
Navy are bound to that port. What 
I wish to impress on my hon. friend is 
the fact that we are spending enormous 
sums on expansion at Chatham, and the 
principle | have raised must be decided 
unless the naval service at Chatham is 
to be confined within limits which will 
he disastrous to the health of the men 
stationed there. I hope that the First 
Lord will realise that this is a matter of 
vital importance for the naval service, 
and that he will press it upon the Defence 
Committee of the Cabinet or the Cabinet 


CASES CONCESSIONS 


one which 


Mr. Macartney. 
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itself. I do not profess to be competent 
as ascientifie eritic to discuss the Report 
of the Committee on water-tube boilers. 
but I do hope that the House will not be 
earried away by panic with regard to 
this matter. I hope the House will not 
press the Admiralty to come to some 
sudden conclusion whieh might not be 
altogether justified by the Report of the 
Committee. [I feel bound to make this 
appeal to the House on account of the 
speeches which have been made by thi 
hon. Members for Gateshead and. the 
Shipley Division. They have to my mind 
put the ease too strongly betore the 
House. They have insisted that the 
vessels in which there are water-tube 
boilers are crippled in comparison with 
all the other say, with all 
respect to my hon. friend the Member for 
the Shipley Division, whose professional 
knowledge I do not desire to dispute, 
that is a statement that cannot be sup- 
ported. It is perfectly true that there are 
four or five of these vessels. [An Hon, 
Member: More.] The cruisers in whieh 
there are water-tube have ex- 
hibited most serious defects. They have 
practically broken down. J admit all 
that. but that is not the whole ease. 
There are in Chinese waters, and in the 
Mediterranean, battleships and cruisers 
which are doing the ordinary work of 
the Fleet with complete satisfaction. In 
Chinese waters the “* Glory,” “ Goliath,” 
and * Ocean,” three battleships, are, for 
anything I know, doing the ordinary 
work which all the other ships in the 
squadron are doing with complete satis- 
faction. The “Canopus” is the fastest 
ship in the Mediterranean Fleet. The 
* Andromeda,” Vindictive.” and * Gla- 
diator ” are all carrying out the work 
of the Fleet. These facts do not justify 
those who are urging that water-tube 
boilers should be taken out of all these 
ships. It would deprive the country 
of valuable ships which are doing their 
work admirably. It would diminish our 
naval strength without any adequate 
reason. I do not say anything about the 
proposition that the Belleville — boilers 
[ am only 


vessels, | 


boilers 


should be put on one side. 
deprecating the position taken up by the 
hon. Member for Gateshead, supported 
by the hon. Member for the Shipley 
Division—namely, that every ship with 
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Belleville boilers should have others 
substituted. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
The boilers are condemned by your own 
Committee. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY : [am not arguing 

that. I am arguing the statement 
superimposed on it. They are not crip- 
pled by comparison when you take the 
whole of them. You have these battle- 
ships doing the work of the squadrons 
without any complaint. I know that 
the hon. Member for Gateshead is per- 
fectly in earnest in his views, but I say 
that he is pressing the matter too far 
on the House when he appeals to the 
Admiralty to take out of these ships 
water-tube boilers which have succeeded 
admirably. I have not the slightest 
doubt that the Admiralty and_ their 
advisers will consider this most serious 
matter, but [am sure the House and the 
country may rely upon them to do 
nothing to injure the present strength 
of His Majesty's Fleet. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE: TheSecretary 
to the Admiralty thought it necessary 
to make the request that we should keep 
back anything that could be kept back, 
and speak only on matters of first- 
class importance arising in the course 
of the present debate. There are two or 
three matters of importance which have 
arisen in the course of the present debate 
on which I have a few words to say, and 
I think those words should be said now 
rather than at a later stage. The hon. 
Member who has just sat down has made 
an admirable speech, and I hope that his 
criticisms may not always bear so_ official 
a tinge as they do at the present moment, 
when he is naturally defending his ad- 
ministration. The hon. Member began 
his speech by alluding to the speeches 
which had been made apparently against 
large expenditure. The hon. Member 
for North Donegal and the Irish Members 
generally, of course, view the matter 
from a different point of view from the 
other Members of the House. The 
Nationalist Members have their own 


point of view, which we understand and 
appreciate, but it is not necessary to | 
argue things with them from exactly the | 
same point of view as that from which | 
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we argue among ourselves. I turn to 
' the remarks of the right hon. Member for 
South Antrim, and the other speakers 
to-night. The late Leader of the Liberal 
party, the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire, a few days ago made a speech in 
this House upon the naval and military 
expenditure of the country. In that 
speech while attacking, and announcing 
for this session further attacks on military 
expenditure, he went out of his way to say 
that he would cheerfully grant any 
money the Admiralty thought necessary 
for the Navy,in order to provide for the 
safety of the country. | think my hon. 
and learned friend the Member for 
Dundee. although he guarded himself 
in a way, left on the minds of many hon. 
Members the impression that he did not 
take the same view, and that he was not 
prepared to accept so willingly the state- 
ment of the Government as to what was 
necessary in the way of Naval expenditure 
during the present year. In the state- 
ments of my hon. friend the Member for 
Dundee to which I allude he said— 


Navy Estimates. 


“ He wished to place before the House the 
view taken by those who sat on that Bench 
and on that side of the House on the very 
important proposals of the Admiralty this 
year. He wanted to call the serious 
attention of an indifferent House and an 
indifferent country to the magnitude of the 
proposals contained in the Estimates. Some 
years ago Mr. Goschen apologised for the 
Estimates of the day, and admitted they were 
colossal. They were colossal as compared 
with previous records, but they were pygmies 
as compared to the Estimates now before the 
House. These Estimates were so vast 
and went so far beyond the standard it had 
hitherto been the object to attain, that they 
ought not to be made to the House without a 
full declaration of what they were wanted for.” 
If that is all he means. I am with 
him in thinking that Estimates so 
large as these ought not to be made 
without the fullest explanation of 
exactly what they are wanted for. I 
admit that the speech of the Secretary to 
the Admiralty was not so full a statement 
on many? points as it might have been, 
but it was made under difficult cireum- 
stances, and was probably shortened by 
a long discussion which had preceded it. 
I hope therefore that the statement will 
be supplemented in the course of the later 
stages of this debate. I agree that we 
need much information to justify Esti- 
mates so large, but I hope my hon. and 
learned friend has been misunderstood 
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when he is supposed to have said that 
these Estimates were too large, and that 
for reasons which I will very briefly give. 

My hon. and learned friend is reported 
as saying that— 

“the provision for new construction was 
£9,000,000, the largest total for new construe- 
tion ever proposed in this country.” 

I fear that those words, if not explained, 
will be misunderstood outside this House, 
because “ new construction ” to us here 
has a technical meaning. It is not what 
the country understands by new construc- 
tion. Probably the great majority of the 
electorate when they read about that 
£9,000,000 for new construction will 
think it has to do with the new ship- 
building programme, whereas it is almost 
entirely for ships the buildingof which has 
been fully agreed to in past years. Our 
shipbuilding has fallen very heavily into 
arrear, and this so-called new construc- 
tion programme is enormous because 
of the rapid efforts which have to be made 
to make up for the arrear of the past. The 
actual new construction in the ordinary 
service of the year is the very small pro- 
gramme which will be commenced, under 
the bad habit we have got into of recent 
times, at the end of the financial year. It 
is a very small programme—three battle- 
ships. There are many Members who 
believe, in spite of the remarks of the hon. 
Member for South Antrim, that these 
programmes are occasionally reduced 
through Treasury influences. It is a 
curious thing that although that state- 
ment is always denied in the House, Mr. 
Childers, who had a unique experience, 
having been First Lord of the Admiralty, 
Secretary of State for War, and Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, has in his Memoirs 
left it on record that he agreed with 
Sir John Briggs, an Admiralty clerk, in 
that famous book which made such a 
great sensation, in thinking that the 
truth is not always told in this matter, 
and that the Treasury does sometimes 
produce a prejudicial effect. 

The hon. Member for Dundee sug- 
gested that we were in some degree ex- 
ceeding the standard of which we have 
heard so much, and which in past years 
has been laid down as the standard for 
shipbuilding in this country. | 


useful one. A war between this country 


and the two Powers of Russia and France. 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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have 
often said that that standard was a very | 
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which is contemplated in this standard, 
is a most unlikely one, but the advantage 
of the standard has always been that it 
has given you a margin by the efficiency 
of your Fleet to fight  single-handed 
against possible allied operations which 
was sufficient to make even a more 
formidable group of Powers pause before 
attacking vou at sea. That standard, in 
spite of occasional scares on the one 
hand, and, onthe other hand, statements 
as to exaggerated Estimates, has not in 
practice greatly varied for a great num- 
ber of years. In 1883 it was possible to 
argue, as Mr. Childers argued, that we 
had a_ practical superiority over four 


fleets. Even before the scare of 1884- 
1885 the standard was substantially 
that which we have since main- 


tained, and I believe that at no time have 
we fallen very greatly short of it. But 
there have been, no doubt, within the 
last vear or two a number of delays. 

Of course the expendivure involved is 
very great. The Secretary for the Colonies 
a few years ago made a speech in favour 
of an alliance with a military Power. 
He said that the alternative was to build 
up so asto make ourselves safe against 
a combination of three Powers, and that 
that would entail an addition of 50 per 
cent. to the Estimates. Since that time 
we have added more than 50 per cent. to 
our Estimates. Of course the expendi- 
ture is very great ; but is there a man in 
this House—I am not speaking of the 
Irish Nationalists, who have their own 
point of view, which we perfectly appre- 
ciate-—who believes that it is not neces- 
sary for us to continue to maintain that 
practical standard which would lead even 
three Powers to hesitate before attacking 
During the last year we have, happily 
had friendship between ourselves and 
Germany ; I believe that that friendship 
may long continue, and I hope it will. 
But it is impossible to shut our eyes to 
the fact that there have been distinctly 
proposed to the German Houses, 
by Admiral Tirpitz, Estimates which 


are based on the possibility of an 
outbreak of war with England. Von 


der Golz, who is the highest literary 


, authority on this subject, has said the 


same thing. We have seen also that 
remarkable preparation of strategic 
cables on the part of Germany, in which 
they have combined with Holland to 
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have their own system of cables—Dutch 
and German-—-throughout the world, in 
order to be entirely independent of 
British cables in the event of a possible 
Naval war. In face of facts of that 
kind, which can be infinitely multiplied, 
it seems to me it would be monstrous 
on our part to fail to maintain that 
standard, and that it is our bounden duty 
both to make up for the delays which 
have occurred and to vote programmes 
in the future which should be sufficient 
to keep up that standard. 

With regard to the delays, they are ad- 
mitted. There is no suggestion now that 
the delays have not been very serious. 
The right hon. Member for South 
Antrim has, to some extent. officially 
explained them to-night, upon grounds 
which I think will not bear very serious 
examination. He has alluded, for exam- 
ple, to the Japanese battleships. Now. 
what is the reason given by the suppliers 
of those battleships for the great  dif- 
ference of pace at which we can build, 
in this country, battleships for foreign 
Powers as compared with vessels built 
for ourselves ! Mr. Hills gives it in the 
papers of to-day in his speech at a launch, 
and it strengthens our case against the 
Admiralty. I thank the Secretary to the 
Admiraltyforthe step he has taken in con- 
sulting on this subject great specialists 
like Sir Thomas Sutherland and the hon. 
Member for Maidstone, by appointing 
a Committee on this matter. With 
regard to these delays. there is also the 
extraordinary case recalled by a question 
ofthe hon. Member for Devonport in this 
House the other day. The resuscitation 
of the dockyard strike by the right hon. 
Member for South Antrim as a reason 
for the delays is greatly affected by the 
extraordinary difference between ship and 
ship in our own dockyards. There were 
four ships of the “ Bulwark” class built 
in the same dockyard—Devonport—and 
the difference between them was simply 
extraordinary. It was suggested that 
the dates of launching mean nothing, 
recause of the different quantity of tons 
built in before the ships are launched. 
But an examination of the figures shows 
that even allowing for the difference in 
tons built in, the difference between ship 
ind ship is something like two to one. 
The right hon. Member has said that in 
eruisers we have shown that we can 
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build as fast as anybody else. Here are 
the facts with regard to the four vessels of 
the “Cressy “class. They were announced 
to us beforehand, as it were, in February, 
1897 ; they were proposed in a Supple- 
mentary Estimate, accompanied by the 
strongest possible language as to their 
instant necessity by the administration, of 
which the hon. right Member for South 
Antrim was a Member, in July, 1897. 
These ships were launched between 
July and November, 1898 ; yet only one 
of those ships is ready now, and we do 
not know when the other three will be 
ready at all. Just contrast with that the 
eruiser “Gromoboi” to which the right 
hon. Member for South Antrim alluded. 
built at St. Petersburg. He maintained 
that we ean still build cruisers as fast 
as they can in Russia. What would 
have been thought four or five years ago 
of such a statement as that? It was 
always said that the Russian Navy did 
not count, as they could not build the 
ships; and yet now, all that we can 
claim, and that very doubtfully. is that 
on the average we can build cruisers as 
fast as they ean. In this particular 
case the cruiser was laid down in May, 
1898, that is to say, almost a vear after 
the Supplementary Programme of Mr. 
Goschen concerning the four cruisers 
to which I have referred. That ship is 
actually in commission now. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: = That is the 
only instance. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: But is it 


not a marvellous thing that they should 
have made such progress, and that that 
which seemed incredible a few years ago, 
should now be so easy of accomplishment? 
There is one matter in connection with 
the Belleville boilers to which I should 
like to allude, because it has not been 
mentioned in this debate, and it appears 
to me to have an essential bearing on 
the subject. 1 do not profess, and | 
have never professed, to have an opinion 
worth giving to the House upon tech- 
nical subjects of this kind, but what the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman the Member 
for Yarmouth lastnight called the” human 
element ~ has played a part. | am quite 
certain, in connection with this boiler 
question, which is insufficiently appre- 
ciated by those who have strong opinions 
either side. It perhaps does not 
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suit particular specialists on either side 
to admit the enormous part which the 
human element undoubtedly plays in 
this matter. I have consulted the very 
highest Naval authorities in this country, 
and they all say most strongly that it 
is the training of the stokers which. 
after all, lies at the root of this question. 


These water-tube boilers are highly 
delicate instruments; they are like 
watches in their construction. and it 


is most dangerous to put these instru- 
ments in the hands of untrained men. 
The Admiralty made a great advance 
during Mr. administration 
in the training of stokers, but they have 
not yet reached the point which should 
be reached. In regard to these matters 
the Admiralty are improving rapidly 
They have evendecidedthis year, | believe, 
that strategy should be taught. It is 
about three years ago that such a pro- 
posal was scoffed at and ridiculed in 
this House. but they are now making 
beginning in that direction 
by throwing the teaching of strategy 
upon an already overworked, but very 
good man. In regard to the training 
of stokers they have done a great deal, 
but there is much more they must do. 
At the present moment they are. still 
short of superior engine-room ratings 
and of — sufficiently trained — stokers ; 
they are able now to pass only one-half 
of their artificers and 
stokers through the instructional ships. 
A new ship going to sea for a first com- 


Goschen s 


a small 


engine-room 


mand has from one-half to one-third 
of her engine-room complement con- 
sisting of raw hands. | believe, from 


the inquiries | have made. that the 
mischiet is done on these first voyages ; 
the boilers are really half destroyed on 
the first voyage out. A great deal 
has been quoted from the Belleville 
Report, but what both sides say with 
regard to the human element has not 
been quoted. Upon that both sides 
areagreed. The majority say that— 
“more than ordinary experience and_ skill 
are required on the part of the engine-room 
staff. It appears, however, from the evidence 
placed before the Committee, that the engi- 
neer officers in charge of Belleville boilers 
have not been made acquainted with the best 
method of working the boilers.” 
That is what the majority say. while the 
distinguished member of the Committee 
who supports the Belleville boiler says— 
‘*From the evidence of engineer officers 
who have had charge of boilers of this type in 
Sir Charles Dilke. 
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commissioned ships . it is a good steam 
generator, which will give satisfactory results 
when it is kept in good order and worked with 
the required care and skill.” 

I am convinced that there lies the secret. 
My hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Admiralty in his excellent statement 
rather suggested that the Admiralty 
had a boiler up their sleeve, as it were, 
which they would be able to produce 
in new ships. Unless they are going to 
take the retrograde step of going back 
to the old cylindrical boilers I believe 
they must attach a rapidly growing im- 
portance to this human element. and 
that it is in the training of the stokers 
that success will be found. 

As my hon. friend perhaps suggested 
a little too easily that there was a boiler 
which could be adopted for future use, 
so too, perhaps, he suggested rather too 
easily another matter. He spoke of our 
new middle-sized guns, and said, with 
regard to the great erosion by cordite, 
that he hoped to produce a new powder 
which would give good results. I very 
much fear there may be a difficulty as 
regards the guns themselves in that new 
powder. If, as is foreshadowed in the 
Report which came out vesterday, we are 
to adopt a nitro-cellulose powder instead 
of our present cordite, the bulk of the 
powder will be much greater, and the 
result may be that we shall have to rearm 
all our ships. That is a very dangerous 
point, and if the hon. Gentleman can 
reassure us on that point we should be 
glad. 

I will only add one word of con- 
gratulation to my hon. friend on the ex- 
cellent statement he made the other day 
and express once more the hopes of all 
naval reformers in this House that he 
may continue to rouse that keen in- 
terest in the Navy in the future which he 


| has hitherto displayed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I venture 
to urge the House now to allow the 
Speaker to leave the Chair and to get 
on to Vote A and Vote 1?) We can then 
continue the discussion which has been 
going on. The opportunity for discussion 
will be quite as great with the Chairman 
of Committees in the Chair as it is at 
present, and the same topies will be dis- 
cussed without the rigid limitation which 
obtains when the House sitting. 
There is one other argument I would 
urge in the same direction, which I am 


is 





969 


sure Wi 
hon. f1 
eannot 
comme 
passed 
Speake 
eluded 


Mr. 
asked 
have 
ylews 
wish U 
but on 
part i 


Mr. 
they ° 
the re 
Vote . 


Mr. 
mut th 
these 
pay f 
not 01 
protec 
been 
Merea 
tood-s 
with 
would 
and 1 
hance 
shoul 
Was t 
pende 
3rital 
expen 
The h 
of the 
pende 
Admi 
the wi 
as wel 


as els 


Mr. 
Green 
Belley 
pin hi 
of su 
Gates 
ning 
the H 
as th 
that 
were | 
the s: 








968 


eam 
sults 
with 


Tet, 
the 
lent 
alty 
ere, 
luce 
x to 
ack 
leve 
im- 
and 


LETS 


sted 
iler 
se, 
too 
our 
ith 
ite, 
der 
ery 
; as 
lew 
the 
are 
ead 
the 
the 
rm 
Ous 
an 
be 


On- 
eX- 
day 
all 
he 
in- 
he 


ire 
he 
ret 
en 
en 
ion 
an 


lis- 
ch 
1g. 
ld 


im 





969 Supply—- 


sure will have weight, and that is that my ' 


hon. friend who has this Vote in charge 
cannot reply to the many questions, 
comments and criticisms which have been 
passed upon his statement until the 
Speaker leaves the Chair, as he is pre- 
cluded from again addressing the House. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 
asked whether Irish Members would 
have an opportunity of placing their 
views before the House. They did not 
wish unnecessarily to prolong the debate, 
hut only one Irish Member had yet taken 
part in the discussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course 
they will have their opportunities like 
the rest of the House upon Vote A and 
Vote 1. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.) pointed 
mit that of the £32,000,000 involved in 
these Estimates Ireland would have to 
pay £3,000,000, and yet she received 
not one penny of benefit in return. The 


protection of the Mercantile Marine had | 


been spoken of, but if there was no 
Mercantile Marine there would be less 
food-stuffs coming into this country, 
with the result that a larger quantity 
would have to be obtained from Ireland, 
and market prices there would be en- 
hanced. Another reason why Irishmen 
should protest against these Estimates 
was that while £21,700 were to be ex- 
pended upon public buildings in Great 
Britain, only a few hundreds were to be 
expended in the same direction in Ireland. 
The hon. Member complained that none 
of the money for shipbuilding was ex- 
pended in Ireland, and urged that the 
Admiralty should ascertain whether 
the work could not be done as efficiently, 
as well, and as cheaply, in Lrish dockyards 
as elsewhere. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green), dealing with the question of 
Belleville boilers, said he was prepared to 
pin his faith in this matter to the opinion 
of such experts as the hon. Member for 
Gateshead. The lives of the seamen man- 
ning these ships should be a matter for 
the House to consider, and if such experts 
as the hon. Member for Gateshead said 
that such boilers as the Belleville boiler 
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ting them out of the ships and removing 
the peril to the sailors which the use of 
these boilers entailed. One point he 
wished to call attention to was that al- 
though a large portion of the money 
which was now being asked for would 
fall upon Ireland, she had never been 
allowed to have the ships which she had 
asked for to protect her fisheries, nor had 
she any part of the shipbuilding. Ship- 
building yards ought to be established in 
Ireland by the Government, if not to 
build, at least to repair, His Majesty's 
ships. He believed that if some of the 
contracts for building ships had been 
placed in Ireland, a large amount. of 
construction would 
have been avoided. There was also the 
question of clothing for the sailors. He 
thought that some of the factories in 
Ireland ought to be requisitioned to make 
a portion of that clothing. The whole 
policy of this country seemed to be to 
rob Ireland as much as possible and to 
make no return whatsoever. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg to move 
that the Question be now put. 


the congestion on 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If hon. Members tell 
me that there is a prospect of the discus- 
sion coming to a speedy conclusion, I 
shall not aecept the motion, but if hon. 
Members tell me that they intend to 
continue at length, then I am afraid I 
must accept it. 


Mr. NANNETTI: I represent a very 
important maritime constituency, and I 
much regret that the closure should 
have been put upon me. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
it had always been his practice to support 
whatever Government might be in 
power in their efforts to maintain the 
efficiency of the Fleet. but he desired to 
eall attention to the fact that many of the 


ships on which large sums of money 
had been expended were lying idle 
at Portsmouth, and Chatham, and 


other naval ports, and it was only fair 
that such ships as were lying idle should 
be utilised for patrolling the fishing 
grounds around our coasts. The only 
extra cost entailed would be for coal, and 
these ships would be doing useful work 


were likely to prove a danger to the lives of | instead of lying idle in port. The griev- 
the sailors, no time should be lost in get- ance of the fishermen was very great 
‘ 
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ruined by trawlers. The Admiralty said 
it was not the work of the navy to catch 
trawlers, but police duty. That was an 
absurd idea, which he hoped would 
disappear. In his opinion it was 
of the utmost importance that the 
fishermen, not only on the coasts ot 
Scotland, but also of England and Ire- 
land, should be taken care of. Some of 
these days men who tollowed this occupa- 
tion might be required for the Navy, and 
if through the neglect to conserve the 
fisheries they were driven into the 
towns they would be far less adapted for 
naval service. It was, therefore, highly 
desirable to preserve the fisheries, and so 
keep these men on our Coasts. He 
appealed to the Secretary to the 
Admiralty to send some of these idle 
boats to patrol the fisheries. He also 
desired to draw attention to the import- 
ance of sending training ships round the 
coast, so that opportunities might be given 
to the sons of fishermen, already used toa 
sea-faring lite. who would make tar better 
recruits than taken from the 
towns. He also urged that the reserve 
station at Stornoway should be mounted 
with modern guns and not the old muzzle- 
loaders, which had been there for years. 


he IVS 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND. said there 
could be no question that the matter 
under discussion had now been fully 
discussed. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House had made an 
appeal to the House to go into Committee. 
Some of the Irish Members desired to 
draw attention to a great Inany matters 
in connection with the Vote which. in 
his opinion, might be discussed more 
freely in Committee than in the House ; 
therefore if those who were responsible 
for the Votes would undertake to give 
some consideration to the remarks of his 
hon. friends in Committee, and would 
endeavour to answer the questions put, 
he thought it would be desirable that this 
discussion should end. There was to be 
a sitting next day, the business of which 
was to be confined to getting these two 
Votes and another formal matter’ to 
enable the Government to proceed 
with the Appropriation Bill; therefore, 
if the Government would come to an 
understanding that the sitting would 
not be prolonged to a late hour, and would , 


Mr. Weir. 
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give that assurance to the House. he on 
his part would advise his friends to 
reserve any remarks they desired to make 
until the House went into Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
suggestion of the hon. Gentleman is a 
very reasonable one. I do not propose 
that there shall be a late sitting to-night, 
and if that is understood on my part, ] 
hope it will be also understood on the part 
of hon. Members that there will not be an 
inordinately late sitting to-morrow. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he could 
not give any undertaking as to the 
length of time which the Saturday sitting 
would take. Many of his friends had 
specific matters to refer to, and he was 
unable to give any undertaking, but he 
thought if a conciliatory disposition was 
shown by the Government upon these 
Estimates there would be no reason for 
the sitting on Saturday to be inordinately 
prolonged. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fiteshire, E.) : I under- 
stand that if the Speaker leaves the 
Chair and we go into Committee there is 
no intention on the part of the right 
hon. Gentleman to take the Reports 
atter he has succeeded in getting the 
Votes. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : No ; I propose 
that the whole of Monday shall be de- 
voted to Reports. No Reports are to be 
taken to-morrow. 


Mr. E. J. C2. MORTON (Devonport): 
Do I understand that in these circum- 
stances the right hon. Gentleman will 
try and get the two Votes to-night ? 


Mr. A. 
Vote 1. 
Vote A. 


J. BALFOUR : Certainly not 
I should like, if possible, to get 


AN Hon. MEMBER rising to continue 
the debate—— 

Question put. ‘That Mr. Speaker do 
now leave the Chair.” 


929- 


232.; 


The 


Noes, 52. 


House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 90.) 
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Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir Josep ““% ockfield 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. gers 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William H. 
Egerton, Hon. A de Tatton 
Elibank. Master of 

Faber, George Denison 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Man’r | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finch, George H. 
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| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, W illiam Hayes 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond. 


| Gladstone. Rt. Hn. Herbert Jn. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 
Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rH’ml'ts 
Gore, Hon. I. S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D (Wednesbury 
Greene,SirE. W.(B’ySEdnv’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG( Middx 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, F Leverton(Tynemouth 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanl'y 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S.W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Hope, J.F. (Shef’ld, Brightside 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R) 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee. ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-( rower, Frederick N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 


| Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S. 


Lueas, Col. I. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison | 


| Macdona, John C umming 


Maconochie, A. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 


| M‘Crae, George 


| Majendie, James A. H. 


Malcolm, Ian 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfres. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacey 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 
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Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Penn, John 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lieut.-Col. Edw. 
Randles, John S. 
Rasch, Major Frederic 
Ratcliffe, Rh. F. 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hon M. W.(Staly bridge 
Ridley ,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Rigg, Richard 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
fobson, William Snowdon 
ag apa Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Samuel, Harry 8. (L imehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir E dward Albert 
Saunderson, RtHn. Col. Edw.J. 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, A belH.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(Northmb. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn. Ch( er ence 
Stanley, Honz laanOeenakik 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, SirMarkJ.MTaggart 
Stroyan, Jolin 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. JG(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walton, Joseph : (Barnsley) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Webb,Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Weir, James Galloway 


Carne 
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Welby, Lt.-Col A.C. E(Taunton 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N. E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Claney, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, HnArmine( Essex 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


NOES. 


Hardie,J.Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy. Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
() Brien, Kendal( Tipper’ry Mid 
(’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roseommon,N.) 
O’ Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N, 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 





Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 


the Committee.) 


(In 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair.] 
Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 

Motion made, and (Question proposed, 

* That 118.625 men and boys be em- 

ployed for the Sea and Coast Guard 

Services for the vear ending on the 31st 

day of March, 1902, including 19,805 
Royal Marines.” 


*THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLp-ForsTER, Belfast, 
W.):' I think perhaps it would be con- 
venient,after the long discussion we have 
had. if I were to reply now to the various 
questions addressed to me yesterday and 
to-day. My right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for South Antrim raised one or two 
matters which I think demand attention. 
He spoke about the introduction of the 
armour-piercing shell, and I want to 
make it clear to the Committee that that 
was contemporaneous with the intro- 
duction of a new class of armour. I had 
no intention of suggesting that anything 
that had been lacking in the past was 
now supplied for the first time. I also 


O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


Patrick O’ Brien. 


wish to say as emphatically as | can what 
my right hon. friend has stated, that the 
submarine boat was in fact ordered by 
Mr. Goschen. There is one point with 
regard to myself which my right hon. 
friend has mentioned, and which I 
should like to qualify. He said that I 
had stated that in my opinion the arrears 
of shipbuilding were solely due to causes 
over which the Admiralty had no con- 
trol. I do not think I committed myself 
to that, and if I did, I am quite certain 
it was not what I intended to convey. 
What I wished to make clear to the 
House was that while in my opinion 
these arrears were in a large measure 
attributable to causes over which neither 
the Admiralty nor the contractors had 
any control, there was a disputable 
margin of responsibility into which it was 
our duty to inquire. The very fact that 
we are now inquiring into the matter, and 
that I have been appointed to sit on a 
Committee to consider it, is proof that 
the Admiralty are willing to admit that 
there is a possibility of a further margin 
of responsibility existing, and that we are 
determined to get to the bottom of the 
question as to whether there is any 
responsibility on the part of the Admi- 
ralty or not for the delays that have taken 
place. If we find, as we may find, that 
there are methods of procedure adopted 
by the Admiralty which can be altered to 
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the advantage of rapidity in shipbuilding 
we shall profit by the instruction we 
shall get. 

My principal duty now is with refer- 
ence to the very animated and very 
interesting speech made by the hon. and 
learned Member for Dundee, who has 
held a responsible post in connection 
with the administration of the Navy, and 
who was heard, as he was entitled to be 
heard, with interest and respect. The 
hon. Member asked me several specific 
questions, and he is entitled to replies. 
He asked me why Vote 16 had dis- 
appeared from the Naval Estimates. 
Vote 16 was a Vote connected with the 
payment in respect of the ships of the 
Australian Station, and the explanation 
of its disappearance is very simple. The 
Admiralty undertook to pay out of the 
Navy Funds to the Treasury a certain 
fixed sum during a period of ten years, 
which represented the capital value of 
certain ships on the Australian Station. 
The ten years have now elapsed, and the 
Vote which gave an account of that 
expenditure has also passed away from 
the Naval Estimates. The Agreement 
hetween the Admiralty and the Austra- 
lian colonies had really nothing to do. 
except remotely, with the appearance of 
that Vote on the Estimates. That Agree- 
ment requires two years notice for its 
termination, and the notice has not yet 
been given. Then the hon. and learned 
Member asked me as to the increase in 
the number of subsidised cruisers. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork. N.): On a point 
of order, and for the information of the 
Committee, is not this Vote for a certain 
number of men and boys, and how. 
therefore, can the hon. Gentleman in 
Committee on that Vote deal with the 
other services included in Votes 1, 2. 3? 


“The CHAIRMAN: I thought the 
hon. Member was aware that on the first 
Vote of either the Naval or Army Esti- 
mates the general discussion takes place. 
It is a very old rule. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
and learned Member asked me as to the 
very valuable and important increase in 
the number of subsidised cruisers, and he 
pointed out that there was no correspond- 
ing addition to the Vote. 


1 confess I am 
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hon. and 
learned Member asked me that, because 
his memory will probably tell him that 
this particular Vote is not in respect of 
the same year as the other Votes, and 
that the money will not become due in 
the following year, and therefore does 
not appear in the present Estimates. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Part 


ot it does. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Not to 


bring up the list as it now stands. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : In- 
stead of £63,000 in previous years you 
are only taking £7,000 this year. 


The con- 
new 


*\In. ARNOLD-FORSTER - 
tracts have now been altered. A 
system has come in, and the payments 
due in respect of the contracts will not 
come in for payment for another year. 
The hon. and learned Member also asked 
me about the new Admiralty contract, 
which he said had long time 
in concoction, and he inquired if it 
would be laid before the House. That 
most reasonable request. and will 
he complied with. 


been a 


IS a 


The hon. and learned Member passed 
from these matters of detail to much more 
importsnt con «ens of general principles, 
and he complained—I do not say in any 
very censorious tones, but in what he 
considered grounds of national welfare 
of the large amount of these Estimates. 
That is perfectly legitimate, 
without grave necessity, it is not desir- 
able that these enormous sums should 
He asked me where we were 


because, 


he spent. 


going to stop. What was to be the 
limit? | think my hon. friend who 


has spoken has given an answer — to 
that. The limit is not one which we 
can place on this expenditure. We are 
complying with the resolution of this 
House, often expressed and often con- 


firmed, that we shall maintain a nu- 
merical equality with the two next 
most important naval Powers. J] can 
assure the hon. and learned Member 


that, large as these Estimates may be, 
they are framed strictly upon that basis, 
and they are so calculated that, if the 
House gives us the Supplies we require, 
we shall at any rate be able to comply 
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with what I believe to be the general 
wish of the House—to keep pace with 
the efforts that are being made by other 
Powers. The question of limit does not 
lie with us, but with those who, with 
interests far inferior to ours, with less 
responsibilities than ours, think it their 
duty to pursue a remarkable career of 
shipbuilding, which this House has 
already on many occasions signified its 
opinion we ought to take into considera- 
tion in framing our Naval Estimates. 
| think I remember the hon. and learned 
Member saying that he was not at all 
opposed to that view which is largely 
held inside and outside the House, and 
that he was not at all reluctant to favour- 
ably consider the policy which we pro- 
pose in accordance with the canon laid 
down for our guidance. There was 
one point in the speech of the hon. and 
learned Member with which [ am speci- 
ally svmpathetiec. 


| 





He spoke, as he has | 


otten spoken before in this House, about | 


the desirability, almost the necessity, of 
sharing the burden of naval detence 
with those other great members of our 


Imperial community which get the 
benefit of that defence. The hon. and 
learned Member is not one of those 
who share the unfortunate view ex- 
pressed in the House last night that 
the colonists who volunteered for the 


service of the country can be justly | 


described as “* jail-birds and corner-boys.’ 
I can only say that there will be no 
want of co-operation on our part which 
may produce such a state of feeling 
in our colonies as to bring about the 
most desirable result wished for by my 


hon. and learned Member. There was, 
however, a time when the party to 
which the hon. and learned Member 


belongs was not as favourably disposed 
towards that idea as he now is. and I am 
not quite sure that the shortest and 
most certain way to obtain the co-opera- 
tion we desire is to blame the colonies 
for not having given that which they 
have not been asked to give. We may 
take a lesson from the old fable. and 
believe that the sun will induce a man 
to take off his cloak sooner than the 
storm. 
Several also raised 


questions were 
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which are specially entitled to attention. 
He said that more time was needed by 
the officers of the Admiralty who are re- 
sponsible for the defence of the country. 
I have neither the experience nor the 
position which would entitle me to go 
into that question, but I believe that 
the officers engaged in the defence of 
this country should have more leisure 
given them‘to considerthe great problems 
which confront them. I believe that 
leisure will be more easily and certainly 
given. not byadditions to the central staff, 
but by a greater decentralisation of the 
subordinate branches. The Admiralty 
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| hold that view, and they not only regard 


with favour, but desire most earnestly, 
to effect a decentralisation of of 
the work which is now pressing on the 
office. The hon. and gallant Member 
spoke, as he has a full right to speak, 
for it is a matter to which he has given 
an enormous amount of attention, about 
masts-and-yards training for the Navy. 
He asked me if I could give the view ot 
the Admiralty in regard to mast and 
vards training, and I wish | could answer 


some 


'the question as categorically as he put 


it. The Board is. however, a new one. 
There are four new members on it, and 


‘this important question must be con- 


sidered very gravely and very caretully, 
in view of the great divergence of opinion 
which has marked the utterances otf 
leading sailors with reference to it. At 
the present time, the possibilities of 
war are making such special demands 
on our cruisers. and our depots for man- 
ning the cruisers. that it is. practically 
speaking. impossible to contemplate at 


| this moment a return to a masted squads 


by the hon. and: gallant Member for | 
(reat Yarmouth in his interesting speech, | 


and he made one or 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


two observations | 


ron. however desirable that may _ be. 
I think [ have made that proposition 
clear. 

At the present moment we have a large 
number of cruisers all over the globe. 
cruisers on the South African coast and 
the Chinese coast. and in order to make up 
their complements we have had to break 
up the training squadron for a time. 
The hon. and gallant Member suggests 
that a return to mast-and-sail training 
should be made. That may be a sound 
view. but I would point out to him that, 
such has been the increase in the 
personnel of the Navy, if we were going 
to give that training to all the 
seamen it would be necessary to build 
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Supply— 


no less than sixteen sailing ships. 


That is an important aspect of the) 
We have now four sailing | 


question. 
ships which I think have gone through a 
very long and very creditable service, 
but which can hardly be regarded as 
now suitable for the training of the 
Navy. They would be quite incapable 
of giving the necessary instruction, and 
instead of four we should have to have 
sixteen ships, practically all of which 
should be either built or purchased 
for the purpose. Therefore I think 
when we consider the strain imposed 
upon us by the present situation, 
and also the very serious question in- 
volved in the supply of such large ma- 
chinery for mast-and-sail training, it is the 
duty of the present Board to allow a 
interval to elapse before 
coming toa decision on what is undoubt- 
edly a most important question. 

The hon. and gallant Member spoke, as 
| knew he would, in terms of appreciation 
of the institution of a school of strategy 
at Greenwich. | entirely share the view 
that we have not commenced a moment 
too that important addition to 
our course of naval instruetion, and | 
am not inclined to differ very largely 
from the hon. and gallant Member when 
he said that £200 could not be looked 
upon asa sum never to be exceeded in 
the future. 

The hon. Member for Devonport also 
delivered a very interesting speech. | 
owe him an explanation. as | believe 
| led him into a misapprehension in 
regard to the Royal Fleet Reserve, in 
which he is interested. He stated that I 
had led him to believe that 15.000 men 
was the total we hoped to obtain n the 
Roval Fleet Reserve. | certainly may 
have led him to that conclusion, but | 
may state now that we hope and believe 
that in Class B alone—the class com- 
posed of short-service men—we. shall 


reasonable 


soon 


eventually obtain 15,000) men. If 
| misled the hon. Member on the 
subject I take this opportunity — of 


putting the matter right. He asked me 
two other questions to which I can give 
more or less satisfactory replies. He 
asked me whether, considering that the 
pension of the widows of soldiers killed in 
action would be 5s., naval pensions would 
also be increased to that amount. I am 
happy to say that the Admiralty will 
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‘make that very reasonable change. The 

money will come from the Naval Fund, 
and not from the Greenwich Hospital 
Fund. The hon. Member also referred 
to a matter which he has made particu- 
larly his own, namely, the question of the 
rewards to be granted to warrant officers. 
[ do not propose to discuss at this 
moment some of the questions affecting 
warrant officers, but | wish to reply to the 
question of the hon. Member. He asked 
me whether any decision had been come 
to to vary the statutes of the Distin- 
guished Service Order. so that it might 
be conferred on warrant officers. It is 
a remarkable fact that warrant officers 
are at this moment debarred from the 
honorary distinction which they have 
earned in the past, and will earn in the 
future, although it is conferred on soldiers 
in the Army who may be regarded as ot 
equivalent rank. That anomaly is clearly 
indefensible. and cannot be prolonged. 
and although I cannot state the precise 
formand way in which it is to beremoved. 
I can give the hon. Member a most 
positive assurance that the matter is not 
only under consideration. but has almost 
approached a point of decision, and | 
hope we shall shortly be able to announce 
a full solution of the question. 

Thehon. Member criticised the determi- 
nation of theFirst Lord to appoint a Com- 
mittee to take into consideration the ques- 
tion of arrears. He said he thought the 
Admiralty were quite competent to deal 
with that matter themselves. That is no 
doubt a very satisfactory view, but I can 
picture to myself the hon. Member tak- 
ing a different view, and he—a very 
competent business man himself—saying, 
“ This a great business question. Why 
do you not, like other business people. 
take the opinion of two or three com 
petent business men!” I believe that 
view would be taken by many hon. 
Members. and it is a view which has 
often been expressed in this House. 1 
myself venture to think that the course 
taken by the First Lord is not in any 
way incompatible with the maintenance 
of the responsibility of the Admiralty, 
and I believe that. on the whole, the 
course adopted will recommend itself to 
the House and to the country. We have 
been charged with remissness in respect 
to a definite and particular matter. 
We have been told that we have 
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lessons to learn from business 
outside the Admiralty, and we have 

now appointed a Committee to examnie 

whether that If I happened, as 

Secretary to the Admiralty for the, 
moment, to come down to the House . 
and make the same report which I trust 

this Committee will make in a few months, 

I should be criticised, and anyone in my 

place would be criticised. and I should be 

told that what I said was simply the view 

of the Admiralty officials, and the whole 

question would be reopened again. If the 

Committee report that the delays are not 

the fault of the Admiralty, that will be a 

comfort and consolation to the Admi- 

ralty ; if the Report suggests that the 

Admiralty had not done something that 

ought to have been done. that too will 

hea great advantage. Something of very 

much the same kind arose in connec- 

tion with the criticisms of my hon. friend 

the Member for Gateshead and the hon. 

Member for Shipley. 


be sO. 


Member tor 
somewhat 


My hon. friend the 
Shipley has criticised us 
strongly upon this question of boilers, 
but here again | do ask the House to 
look fairly at the question. How does the 
matter really stand! The House hailed 
almost unanimously the appointment by 
the late First Lord of a Committee to 
inquire into this question. My hon.triend 
says we ought not to have unprofessional 
criticisin upon Admiralty matters: but 
1 have yet to learn that this House is not 
an unprofessional body. This matter 
of boilers was criticised so effectively 
that the House was all but convinced 
that it ought to divide on it against a 
strong Government. This House was 
practically unanimous in its acceptance, 
not only of a Committee, but of this 
Committee. | wish at once to say that 
no blame can be attached to this Com- 
mittee for having issued an Interim 
feport. It has said that their 
Report is incomplete. No doubt it is 
incomplete, but that is not the fault of 
the Committee. The situation, after all, 
is simply this. The Admiralty had to 
come down to this House and ask for a 
large Vote to commenze the new pro- 


been 


gramme for shipbuilding. I put it to 
any hon. Member whether it would 


have been possible for the representative 
of the Admiralty in this House tofask 
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the House to vote that large sum of 


men | 
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money without satisfying it that 
this great question which had been 
referred to the Committee had been 


decided in one sense or another! The 
First Lord put no pressure on this Com- 
mittee at all, and he did what I respect- 
fully suggest was the common-sense 
thing. Heasked this Committee whether, 
in view of the meeting of the House 
of Commons, they were in a position to 
make an Interim Report to guide the 
representatives of the Admiralty when 
asking for Supply forthe Navy. The 
Committee replied that they were in a 
position to do so, and they accordingly 
made an Interim Report. — I think 
it is only fair to that Committee to point 
out that they made their Interim Report 
because they were asked to do so by the 
Admiralty. | want to make the position 
of the Admiralty absolutely clear in this 
matter. | do not object to being here as 
the whipping-boy of the Admiralty upon 
this question. though the position is 
rather an odd one, but | that 
what the country wishes to know is not 
who is to blame. but what we are 
going to do now, and I believe [I can 
show that what is proposed by the Board 
of Admiralty is practically the only course 
could adopt 


believe 


which any sensible body 


under the circumstances. I have 
great respect for the hon. Member 


for Gateshead and his opinion, and he 
knows it. But. after all. the hon. Mem- 
ber is not Solomon in all his glory, and 
his is not the last word on this question. 
He has contributed very valuable in 
formation, and he has been the inspiring 
spirit of this inquiry. But weareneverthe- 
less face to face with the fact that there are 
other opinions also uponthis question. The 
hon. Member tor Cardiff has expressed 
an opinion almost equally strong in an 
exactly contrary direction, and the hon. 
Member for Cardiff is a man of vast ex 
perience upon this question. But he is 
not the only person who takes a view 
directly contrary to the hon. Member for 
Gateshead. 

Let me remind the Committee 
what the issue is. There are two 
issues to decide. The hon. Member for 


Gateshead says we should have no water- 
tube boilers at all: the Boilers Com- 
mittee say, “Let us have water-tube 


boilers, but not this particular type.” 
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We have to decide whether the 
Member for Gateshead or the Com- 
mittee be right or wrong. It may 
he that the Member for Gateshead 
is quite right. and that the cylindrical 
boiler is the only practical boiler. | 
do not think this House would be 
inclined to accept that view, because 
there is a vast amount of opinion to the 
contrary which it is not possible to 
ignore. We have the opinion of every 
advisory board of nearly every Admiralty 
in the world—Germany. France. the 
United States, Japan. Russia, Italy— 
and all of them take a view directly 
opposed to that of the hon. Member for 
Gateshead. We have also the view of 
this Committee. against the composition 
of which nobody has spoken a word. 
Therefore, speaking as a representative 
of the Admiralty, Tam bound to take the 
view that the water-tube boiler system is 
the system which should be adopted in 
the Royal Navy. 

[ now come to the question as to what 
we are to do in regard to the ships at 
present fitted with the Belleville boilers. 
It has been argued by some hon. Members 
that we ought to take all the water-tube 
boilers out of the ships in which they 
have been fitted and replace them by 


others. But that is not the view of the 
Admiralty. It is a grave exaggeration 


to say that the Belleville boiler is destroy. 
ing our ships. I do not take the view 
that the Belleville boiler is the best that 
can be obtained, but it is a boiler which 
is doing excellent work. The hon. 
Member opposite asked me if this boiler 
had ever done more than a thirty hours 
run. [| do not think that there is any 
real foundation for the kind of criticism 
which has been passed on this point. 
The * Ocean.” the * Andromeda.” and 
the * Diadem ~ have all run long courses 
at sea, and have steamed efficiently with 
these boilers. The * Diadem ” ran 1,123 
miles at 19°7 knots ; the * Andromeda ”’ 
891 miles at 19°7 knots: and the 
“Ocean” has just successfully steamed 
to China, and she has run 790 miles at 
16°9 knots, or nearly 17 knots per hour. 


These are occurrences which are taking | 


place every day. Nor should I like to 
commit myself to the admission that we 
may not beable to improve the steaming 
qualities of the Belleville boiler. On the 
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contrary, | agree with the Member for 
Forest of Dean that an enormous 
amount depends upon the manipulation 
of these boilers, and I think it would have 
been an advantage if the training of 
the men who work them had _ been 
put upon a wider basis. At the present 
moment no effort is being spared to 
increase the opportunities of training 
stokers in regard to the manipulation of 
water-tube boilers, and every day we are 
increasing the facilities for training the 
stokers in relation to Belleville boilers. 
That being so, what are we to do? The 
Joilers Committee has not recommended 
any boiler to take the place of the boilers 
at present in use, but it has recommended 
that cylindrical boilers should not take 
the place of Belleville boilers. Indeed 
I am assured that that cannot be done 
without the sacrifice of speed and 
efficiency. 


We have given a pledge to the House 
that we will stop the introduction of 
Belleville boilers wherever it is possible 
without causing unnecessary delay in 


the building of our ships. I think it 
would be wrong on the part of the 
Admiralty to give a pledge which 


would involve any considerable delay in 
the completion of these ships. Experi- 
ments are being made with the greatest 
possible celerity for testing amply those 
other boilers which have already been 
amply tested in the ships of other nations, 
and we are endeavouring to ascertain 
whether they can with advantage 
be substituted for the Belleville boilers. 
Those trials will be undertaken and eom- 
pleted so soon that the experience to be 
gained trom them will not delay by one 
single day the completion of the ships 
for which the new boilers are intended. 
and by taking this course I believe this 
House, and the country as well, will think 
that we are serving it in the most effeetive 
way possible. It is not impossible that 
some enormous advantage may be 
shown on behalf of these boilers by this 
inquiry, and that the experience gained 
may be applied with advantage to 
the ships fitted with the  Belle- 
ville boiler. I do not profess to be 
an authority on engineering questions. 
/but I do not think it is impossible to 
| replace the Belleville boiler with a water- 


| tube boiler of another type. [think Lam 
! 
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also justified in saying that it would not 
be possible to replace the existing Belle- 
ville boilers in the ships which possess 
them by eylindrical boilers without 
sacrificing something in the way of speed 
and efficiency. We do not want to 
add to the weight or diminish 
either the speed or the coal supply 
unless there is some absolutely over- 
whelming necessity for it. My beliet is 
that the example set by Germany and the 
United States is one which we might 
follow without very great fear. I should 
like to read one very short extract from 
an authority which will command the 
confidence of this House. This is an 
extract from the teport made by the chief 
adviser of the American Navy— 


“Some years ago this Department (the 

Bureau of Steam Engineering) was urged, 
with no little pressure, to adopt the Belleville 
water-tuhe boiler as a staudard for the new 
ships. This Bureau opposed the innovation 
wholly upon a close examination of the designs, 
criticising the very defective features which in 
later years have made conspicuous the com- 
parative inefficiency of this type over the 
purely straight-tube non-screw-Joint type, for 
which | have given continuous and urgent pre- 
ference. The Department is to be congratu- 
lated upon escape from this ‘pressure, and 
upon the conservative approval it has given to 
the change in the boilers of naval ships. — In- 
stead of having been encumbered during the 
last war with ships powerel with type of 
hoiler necessitating a specially trained force 
even for its safe operation, the most effective 
vessels had either retained the Scotch boiler 
or possessed the simple straight-tube Babcock 
and Wilcox boiler, and remained free from any 
real danger.” 
After theirexperience during the blockade 
of Cuba the United States Navy Depart- 
ment decided to abandon the Scotch 
hoiler and to put in its place the water- 
tube boiler manufactured by Babeock 
and Wileox, which is the boiler now being 
experimented with by our own Admi- 
ralty. 

I believe that | have now said enough 
to persuade all reasonable men that the 
Admiralty are taking the proper course 
in regard to this question of boilers. 
We retuse to delay the completion of any 
ship. and we are going to put a water- 
tube boiler into every ship in) which 
they can be put so as to secure efficiency 
and speed. Weare going to reserve any 
alteration in existing ships until we have 
some further evidence to guide us, and | 
may say that we are not going to go in 
advance of our information. We are not 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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the House. 


YSS 


going to destroy the efficiency of any ot 
His Majesty's ships until it has been made 
pertectly clear that it is absolutely 
essential in the interests of the Navy 
that we should do so. If it is necessary 
to alter any of those ships it’ will not 
be in the interests of the Navy that such 
alterations should take place on a great 
scale, but it will be necessary to with- 
draw the ships one by one and _ place 
them in the hands of the dockyard 
officials. That is all | have to say upon 
this important matter, and if [have 
spoken too long about it, it is because | 
know that by the evidence L have received 
in this House and outside that it is a 
matter which is receiving and deserves to 
receive very careful attention. 

The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Forest of Dean has spoken upon 
the question of the new powder. I will 
repeat the statement which | made on 
another occasion, namely, that we are 
sanguine that the work of the Explosives 
Committee will have a favourable result, 
and we do not anticipate the difficulty 
which very naturally suggests itself to the 
right hon. Baronet with regard to the 
guns. It is a fact that in all probability 
the new powder will be of larger bulk 
than that now used, but there is no reason 
to believe that that will prove a practical 
difficulty in adapting it to the chambers 
of our existing guns. [| trust that I have 
now dealt with all the principal matters 
that have been mentioned. There are 
other matters which are not unimpor 
tant. such as those raised by the hon. 
Member for Portsmouth, which have a 
great bearing upon the welfare of the 
sailors and those who serve on the lower 
deck. I do not set them aside to-night 
because they are unimportant, but 
because | venture to say that they might 
be more advantageously dealt with at 
another stage of our proceedings. | 
have confined myself to the important 
matters which legitimately come within 
the scope of general discussion, and | 
think I have given answers, as far as 
I can remember, to all the questions 
which have been raised. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again to-morrow. 


Adjourned at half-past Twelve 
of the clock. 
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989 Ieturns, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Saturday, 23rd March, 1901. 


The House met at Twelve of the clock. 


BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN BILL 
[ Lorps}. 

Order [22nd March] referring the 
Bill to the Examiners read, and dis- 
charged. Bill to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 117. | 


PETITIONS. 





BEER BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Lolworth ; 
Carlton; Swavesey; Great Bradley ; 
West Wickham ; Stetchworth ; Horse- 
heath; Great Wratting; St. Ives; 
Haverhill; Little Bradley;  Isleham ; 
Warrington; Wickhambrook ;  Cam- 
bridge; and Salop; to lie upon the 


Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Hornthorpes ; 
Southgate; Barlborough; and White- 
haven; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 
Petition trom Aberavon, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


HOUSE iDUTY 
INCOME TAX. 

Petition from Westminster, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


INHABITED AND 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from ‘Tipton ; 
Whitehaven ; Barl- 


Hornthorpes ; 
borough ; Southgate; and Whitwell; 
to lie upon the ‘Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 

Petitions for extension to women, 
trom Motherwell; Bloomsbury and 
other places; Personal Rights Asso- 
ciation ; and Llanfairnantgwyn ;_ to lie 
upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Walsingham ; 

and Wells (Norfolk); to lie upon the 

Table. 


LIQUORS 


VOL. XCI. 


|FourRTH SERIES. | 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour. from Heekmond- 
wike (two) ; Morecambe (four) ; Bromley 
(five); Skerton; Iping; Galgate ; 
Caerwys (three); Higher Broughton ; 


Wigan (three) ; Atherton, ; Great 
Lever (two); Little Lever; Bolton 
(two); Glasgow ; Manchester ; Ruabon ; 
Brymbo; Edgworth (two);  Aspull ; 


Swinton (two); Llangoed ; Edinburgh ; 
Bodedern ; Cardiff; West Ham (four) ; 
Llangefni ; Holborn ; Lancaster (seven) ; 
Eecles (two); Llandefan ; Llandegfan ; 
Llanerehymedd ; Brockley ; Sydenham ; 
Birstall (two); Liversedge (two); Bed- 
fordshire ; Sunderland ; Halton ; 
Sunningdale ; Tullyallan ; Beckenham ; 
Widmore ; Stirling; St. Giles; Ather- 
ington; Wealdstone; Harrow Weald ; 
Tweedmouth ; Plaistow ; Tynemouth ; 
Wincanton ; Liverpool (three); East 
London; Ilkeston; New Hirst; St. 
George’s-in-the-East (two); Sheffield 
(twenty-two); Peckham; Dumbarton ; 
Littleborough ; = Macclesfield; | Uphol- 
land; and Eecleshall Bierlow ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Glasgow ; Stir- 
ling; Lanark ; Aberdeen ; Lochmaben ; 
Dunntries ; Maxwelltown ; Traquair ; Aber- 
feldy ; Lochans ; Earlston ; Shettleston ; 
Beith ; Edinburgh (three) ; Dunoon ; and 
Jedbergh ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
AMERICAN MAIL SERVICE. 


thereto 


Joh Ti 


relative 
Sir 


Return presented, 
[ordered 25th February ; 
Leng|; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 16th March, 1901, declaring that 
for the due and efficient discharge of the 
duties of the oftice of Junior Inspector 
(Science and Art) in the Department 
of Agriculture, ete., in Ireland, Profes- 
sional or other peculiar qualifications 
not ordinarily to be acquired in the 


‘Public Service are requisite [by Act] ; 


to lie upon the Table. 
2M 
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COMMITTALS (IRELAND). THE SECRETARY oF STATE rop 
Copy presented, of Returns from WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : 


Clerks of the Crown and Peace of the 
number of persons Committed for Trial 
in the year 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN 
NEGOTIATIONS 
BOTHA. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushelitfe) : I beg toask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether the Papers issued 
relating to the negotiations between 
Commandant Botha and Lord Kitchener 
contain all the information that has been 
received by His Majesty's Government 
as to the attitude of Commandant Botha 
throughout the negotiations: whether 
any specific objections were made by 
Commandant Botha to any of Lord 
Kitchener's and, if so, what 
were their nature; and, whether any 
counter proposals were made by Com- 


WAR 


EA 
WITH E 


— PEACE 
GENERAL 


terms ; 


mandant Botha; and, if so, in what 
terms. 
THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham. W.): No specific objections 
were, so far as we know, made by Com- 
mandant Botha to any of Lord Kitchener's 
and no counter — proposals 
were made by Commandant Botha. 
As regards the first question, the only 
inforination which we have, 
what has already been published, was 
contained in a private telegram of Lord 
Kitchener in which he stated that in 
addition to the other matters which 
appeared on the Papers Commandant 
Botha had taken objection to Sir Alfred 
Milner. 


terms, 


besides 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War when the 
Telegram No. 4 in the Papers relating 
to recent negotiations between Com- 
mandant Botha and Lord Kitchener was 
received at the War Office ; and whether 
any communication was made to Lord 
Kitchener between its receipt and the 
despatch of the Telegram No. 6 from the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies to 
Sir A. Milner; and, if so, what were the 
terms of such communieat on. 


The Telegram No. 4 from Lord Kitchener 
to me dated Pretoria, Ist March, 2.20 
p-m., was not received till 4th March, 
owing to a mistake in South Africa, 
The only communication made to Lord 
Kitchener on this subject after despatch 
of Lord Kitchener's telegram, Ist March, 
and before 6th March, was a telegram 
from me asking Lord Kitchener what had 
delayed his account of the interview. 

*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 
shire, Rugby): May Lask a question of 
the right hon. Gentleman as to letter 
No. 10. If he cannot tell me off-hand | 
will put down a question. March 20th 
is the date it purports to have been sent 
by Lord Kitchener to Mr. Brodrick, 
and I want to ask the date when that 
letter was sent by Lord Kitchener to 
Commandant Botha. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have not 
got the Papers here, but it the hon. 
Member will put the question down fot 
Monday, I will then give him the date. 


MAFEKING SIEGE—THEFT OF 
GOVERNMENT FOOD-STUFFS. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh. 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that Staff 
Sergeant-Major J. S. Loney who, during 
the siege of Mafeking, was tried by court- 
martial, pleaded guilty to the theft ot 
Government food-stuffs, sentenced 
to reduction, discharge with ignominy, 
and five years penal servitude; that, 
during the final attack on Mafeking. 
Loney was released and took a gallant 
part in its defence; and that he is at 
present serving his time at Portland; 
and whether, having regard to these facts 
and also to the fact that before joining 
Baden-Powell Loney was a warrant 
officer with an excellent character and 
fifteen years service, during ten of which 
he had no entry against him, a mitigation 
of the sentence may be granted. 

Mr. BRODRICK: This question only 
appeared on the Paper this morning, 
and I have not had time to look into the 
facts. 


Was 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY COM- 
PANY OF IRELAND—STRABANE 


COMPLAINT. 
Mr. OTDOHERTY (Donegal, N.): | 
i beg to ask the President of the Board of 
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Trade whether he can state the cause of 
the delay in bringing to trial the com- 
plaint lodged by the Strabane (county 
Tyrone) merchants against the Great 
Northern Railway Company, Ireland ; 
when this cause was first instituted ; 
and when will the railway commissioners 
adjudicate on the complaint filed. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
of TRADE (Mr. GERALD BaALFotr, 
Leeds, Central): I assume that it is for 
the parties themselves to bring on the 
case for trial when it is ready. If the 
hon. Member will refer to the Report of 
the Railway and Canal Commissioners, 
dated 11th February this year, he will 
see that it was stated that the pleadings 
were not completed. 


Mr. ODOHERTY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman request the Agricultural 
Department to put in force Section 17 
of the Act of 1897? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have no 
control over the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. 


SUSPECTED PLAGUE CASE AT 
SOUTHAMPTON. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board if he can give any information as 
to the reported case of plague at South- 
ampton, and what measures are being 
taken to prevent the spread of the disease. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): The ease referred to 
is that of a Lascar who was one of the 
crew of the * Simla,” and came under 
the observation of the ship’s surgeon 
when the vessel was two days out from 
Cape Town. Though regarded with 
some suspicion the case was deemed not 
to be one of plague, and on arrival at 
Southampton the man was sent to hos- 
pital for the local abscess to be opened. 
This having been done, and matter 
from the abscess having been bacterio- 
scopically examined, the case was ascer- 
tained to have been one of chronic plague. 
The man is now convalescent. An In- 
spector of the Local Government Board 
has visited Southampton, and he reports 
that all necessary precautions have 
been taken by way of disinfection and 
tor keeping under observation the various 
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persons with whom the man had been 
associated during the voyage and after- 
wards. 

BALLYBOFEY (DONEGAL)—SUB- 

POSTMASTERSHIP. 

Mr. M*FADDEN (Donegal, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 


whether he can state the name of the 
person appointed Sub-Postmaster at 
Ballybofey, county Donegal, the salary 


attached to the office, and if the office 
is to be removed from the. main street 
of the town to a lane-way, which would 
cause inconvenience to the public. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Sub- 
Postmaster’s name is Samuel Caldwell. 
His salary is £29 a year in addition to 
commission. The office is to be re- 
moved, but it is not anticipated that any 
inconvenience will result from the change. 


ROYAL [IRISH CONSTABULARY. 
*Mr. O'DOHERTY : IL beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will grant the Return 
on the Notice Paper for Monday with 
reference to the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY not being 
in his place, 
*Mr. O'DOHERTY asked that the 


question be put down for Wednesday 
next. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not usual to put 
questions down for Wednesdays. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY: As I have already 
stated, | am only following the example 
set by the present occupants of the front 
bench in 1893, and I must insist on my 
questions appearing on Wednesday's 
Orders of the Day. 


WEDNESDAY AND SATURDAY SIT- 
TINGS—PRACTICE AS TO QUESTIONS | 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I ask, Mr. Speaker, if there is any 
rule which exempts Wednesdays and 
Saturdays from questions? We have 
looked into the precedents and find that 
on the 11th March, 1892, when right 
hon. and hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
in Opposition they put down questions 


2M 2 








995 Supply— 


in order to bring Ministers down to 
answer them. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am not aware 
that there has been any refusal at the 
Table to put a question for to-day. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: No, but 
Ministers are not here to answer some 
on the Paper to-day. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: In only one ease, | 
believe. As regards Wednesdays, there is 
no Order of the House on the subject, 
hut it isa general practice that questions 
shall not be put down for that day, and 
consequently Ministers are not expected 
to attend. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY : In putting some 
questions which are on the Orders of 
to-day for next Wednesday I am only 
following the example of the present 
Secretary of State for India and other 
right hon. Members now on the Treasury 
Bench who, on 11th Mareh, 1893, being 
a Saturday sitting, had over fourteen 
pages of questions down for the Ministers 
who then formed Mr. Gladstone's 
administration in order to compel them 
to be in their places at the sitting of the 
House, and right hon. Gentlemen cannot 
now complain if they are beaten with 
the rod they themselves cut. 
SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. } 


Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 

A. Motion made, and question pro- 
posed, * That 118,625 men and boys be 
employed for the Sea and Coast Guard 
Services for the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1902, including 19.805 
Royal Marines.” 
YOUNG 


COMMANDER (Berkshire, 


Wokingham) congratulated the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty on his promise to 
use every effort to find out who was to| 
blame for the delay in the shipbuilding 
undoubtedly 


There had 


programme. 


been great delay, and blame must attach 
to somebody—either the Admiralty or 
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which filled fourteen pages of Tansard the contractors. 


| foreign fleets at sea. 
' so far as the right hon. Baronet the Mem- 


of two Great Powers at sea. 
especially deficient in battleships, only 
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He agreed with hon. 
Members who had declared that the 
amount of money put apart for ship- 


building was inadequate for the present 
_ year if we were to keep up the proportion 


which would enable our Fleet to meet two 
He did not go quite 


ber for Forest of Dean, who held that 


our Fleet should be strong enough to hold 
its own against any three foreign fleets 
combined, but he believed that by the end 


of this year, when the money to be voted 
had been expended, we should not be ina 
position to meet even the combined fleets 
We were 


three of which were provided for in the 
Estimates, whereas we ought to be laying 


down twelve as compared with other 


nations. 
He had to congratulate the hon. 


Gentleman also on his statement with 


regard to the Belleville boilers. The 
hon. Gentleman declared that the Admi- 
ralty would not bring the ships into the 


yards in order to remove the boilers, and 


probably most hon. Members would be 


satisfied by the remarks of the Member 


for South Antrim, that if proper stokers 
were employed we should be able to get 
good results from the ships with Belleville 
boilers, until the Admiralty could come 
to a conclusion as to which was the best 
boiler to adopt. There would have been 
a scare in the country if the Secretary to 
the Admiralty had not made his deelara- 
tion last night. There was not the least 
doubt about it that for military purposes 


‘the water-tube boiler must be the boiler 


for the Navy in the future. We should 
not beable to blockade our enemies’ ports 
in the same way as Nelson used to; we 
should instead keep our big battleships 
at convenient ports and maintain com- 
munication by means of wire and fast 
cruisers, which could be told off to watch 
the enemy. And it would consequently 
be necessary for our battleships to be 
able to raise steam at short notice, so as to 
go out and meet the enemy. He trusted 
and believed that the difficulties with 
regard to water-tube boilers would in 
due course be overcome. 

He wished to ask the Admiralty to 
give serious consideration to the question 
raised by the hon. Members lopposite 
with regard to the appointment of Roman 
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Catholic chaplains to our 
While he could not support the Amend- 
ment that had been moved on Thursday, 
he certainly agreed with the principle em- 
bodied in it, namely, that there should be 
a Roman Catholic chaplain with every 
fleet. It might be argued that on many 
of our smaller ships it was impossible to 
earry any chaplain at all. Well, he knew 
from experience the disadvantage of 
being without a chaplain. He had been a 
long time on small ships, and had to act as 
chaplain, and he was sorry to say he was 
afailure in that capacity ; it was one of 
the instances where the “ handy man ” 
did not rise to the oceasien. Complaint had 
been made by an hon, Member opposite 
that Roman Catholics in some of the 
ships anchored off the coast of Ireland 
had not been allowed to go ashore for 
religious ministrations. That probably 
was correct. But was not the refusal 
most likely due to the fact that the Naval 
Manoeuvres were in progress, or that 
there was a fear that the men might fail 
to re-join their ships ? He had seen men 
sent ashore on Sunday in very unsuitable 
weather. On board ships on that day it 
was customary to wear their best Sunday 
clothes, and when Roman Catholics and 
men of other denominations had to go 
ashore to obtain religious ministrations 
when it was blowing hard he very much 
doubted if the attendant circumstances 
put them in a proper frame of mind for 
listening to their chaplains. He could 
not see what objection there possibly 
could be to the appointment of Roman 
Catholic chaplains except one, and that 
was the difficulty of finding accommoda- 
tion. But surely in our large battle- 
ships room could be found for one Roman 
Catholic chaplain, and he ventured to 
assert that if only a trial were made the 
difficulty as to accommodation would 
soon disappear. 

The hon. and gallant Member for Great 
Yarmouth brought forward the other 
night the question of the education 
and training of naval officers. He 
agreed with every word uttered by the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman, and he 
certainly held that a strong Committee 
ought to be appointed to deal with the 
question. His opinion was that we 
took youngsters into the Navy at too 
old an age. Their general education 
should be paid more attention to. 
Classics need not be insisted upon so 


{23 Marcu 1901} 
flagships. | 


|to the differences of 
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much, but a knowledge of foreign lan- 
guages, especially French and German, 
and of international law, should be 
imparted to all our officers. The 
hon. and gallant Member had referred 
opinion which 


existed among naval officers on this 
subject. Undoubtedly there were dif- 


ferences. Sir M. Culme-Seymour on 
the one hand, and Admiral Nicholson 
on the other, entertained entirely differ- 
ent opinions, and it was, therefore, 
desirable that a Committee should be 
formed as soon as possible to go into 
the whole question. What was neces- 
sary was that our officers should master 
the details of gunnery and be able to 
handle their ships; that they should 
understand torpedo work and submarine 
boats, and, if that were done, a great 
deal of theoretical teaching might be 
dispensed with. 

He had a few words to say with regard 
to the status of warrant officers. Hecould 
approach this question in an impartial 
spirit, because he represented what was 
practically an agricultural constituency, 
and his views, as well as those of his ship- 
mates in the Navy, on that particular 
question would not carry much weight 
with his constituents. These warrant 
officers were, in his opinion, the back- 
bone of the Service. He knew that the 
Secretary to the Admiralty was willing 
to do all he possibly could for them. 
He had shown that willingness in the 
past, but, of course, occupying the 
position he now did, he could scarcely 
be expected to act right up to his declara- 
tions. Still, it might be hoped that 
he would be able to carry out many of 
those reforms he had so _ eloquently 
urged on the floor of the House. His 
suggestion was that a chief warrant 
officer, after three years service, should 
be given the honorary rank of lieutenant, 
and he believed that if that were done 
the effect would be to attract a better 
class of youngsters into the Navy, be- 
cause they would realise that, after 
eighteen or twenty years service, they 
would get a chance of promotion to 
commissioned rank. He was of opinion 
also that it would be a good thing for 
the Navy if some of the junior warrant 
officers were promoted to the rank of 
‘lieutenant and put into ships to serve 
|in that capacity. There were, he knew, 
‘great difficulties in the way of doing 
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that. But he believed they could be 
overcome if only admirals and captains 
of our Navy would recognise that in the 
young warrant officer there was good 
material, which justified raising him 
to the higher rank. These men should 
be picked out and sent to Greenwich, 
and should have opportunities afforded 
them of studying gunnery and torpedo 
practice. Such a policy would stimulate 
the wish of the parents to send their 
children into the Navy, and would thus 
do the Service great good. He had 
never heard any of his shipmates offer 
objection to such a proposal. There were 
other matters in regard to warrant 
officers upon which he proposed to speak 
when the Votes particularly affecting 
them were under considera-tion. 

One other subject he should like to 
say a few words upon, and that was 
the question of the leave of officers. 
Officers who had been abroad a great 
number of years were only allowed, 
when they got home, a fortnight’s leave 
for each whole year of service in, pro- 
bably, some wretched climate. Now 
that was not sufficient, and he would 
urge that the period should be increased. 
But that was not the whole difficulty. 
It not infrequently happened that when 
an officer came home after three years 
foreign service, and started off on his 
six weeks leave, he was, at the end of a 
fortnight, appointed to another ship 
and at once sent out to a foreign station, 
thereby losing the month's leave to 
which he was entitled. He would ask 
that that leave should be allowed to 
stand to his credit when he came home 
from the next cruise. and added to the 
fresh leave which he had thereby earned. 


Supply aed 


He would like to ask further if it were 
not possible to make better arrange- 
ments for the watering of our battleships, 
both at home and abroad. Would it 
not be advisable that water tank ships 
should accompany a fleet, so that when 
the vessels came to anchor all the fires 
could be put out, and the engineers 
and stokers be given a free hand to 
devote their whole attention to the 
cleaning of the engines, instead of having 
to keep a certain number of boilers 
going for condensing purposes ! There 
were other matters, especially in regard 
to naval engineers, upon which he 
hoped to say a few words upon some 


Commander Young. 


{COMMONS} 








1000 


future occasion, but he would not now 
further detain the Committee. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) said he had 
listened with great pleasure to the 
speech which had just been delivered. 
The hon. and gallant Gentleman had 
spoken about the disabilities of Roman 
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Catholic seamen, and he hoped that 
the officials of the Admiralty would 
take cognisance of his remarks, based 


as they were upon practical experience. 
The time had arrived when the 
Admiralty should get rid of the dis. 
abilities under which Roman Catholic 
sailors suffered, and should appoint at 
least one priest to every squadron. He 
wished to say a few words in regard to 
the claims of Ireland to enjoy some 
share of the expenditure of the Royal 
Navy. He came from a harbour which 
could shelter the whole British Navy— 
he referred to the Shannon. He was 
not proposing to put forward any claim 
on behalf of the Shannon for the establish- 
ment of a dockyard there, because he 
doubted if any practical good could 
result therefrom. But he did intend 
to advocate the claim of the fisheries 
ot Ireland to be protected against poach- 
ing. It had often been reported that 
in various places on the Irish coast, 
and in theestuaries of the rivers, poaching 
was largely carried on, especially by 
French mackerel fishermen, and surely 
it was not asking too much that a sufh- 
cient number of small gunboats should 
be detailed to patrol the coast of Ireland, 
in order to put a stop to those illegal 


practices. During the past ten or 
twelve years the salmon and_ trout 
fisheries of Ireland had deteriorated 


very seriously, and the cause of the 
deterioration was undoubtedly the poach- 
ing carried on by steam and _ sailing 
trawlers and French mackerel fisher- 
men. Was it not time that such a large, 
hardworking and deserving class of the 
community, such as the Irish fishermen 
undoubtedly were, had their interests 
protected as much as possible by the 
Navy, towards the maintenance of 
which Ireland undoubtedly paid more 
than its fair proportion. He hoped 
they would have some assurance from 
the representative of the Admiralty 
that that protection would be afforded, 
and that some gunboats, of which there 
were plenty, should be detailed to patrol 
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the Irish coast. It could not be denied 
that that was a most reasonable sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. PENN (Lewisham) said he wished 
to congratulate his hon. friend on the 
appointment of a Committee to see 
whether the work of naval construction 
could in any way be accelerated. He 
understood that the hon. Gentleman 
had invited the contractors for both ships 
and engines to attend before the Com- 
mittee, and to give it their views, so that 
it might be enabled to suggest to the 
Admiralty officials some mode by which 
the work could be pushed forward. He 
believed the result would be largely to 
get over the difficulty which now pre- 
vented our shipbuilding progressing — so 
rapidly as in former years. It appeared 
to him that a somewhat false standard 
had been set up in regard to this matter 
of the construction of ships, on account of 
the racing against each other by certain 
dockvards. Although one ship might 
be turned out at great speed it was pos- 
sible that other ships in the same dock- 
yard were delayed for the purpose. 

With regard to the Report of the Boilers 
Committee, there were many suggestions 
in it which appeared to him to be ex- 
ceedingly valuable,and there was one point 
which he believed had not been touched 
upon by any previous speaker. The Com- 
mittee recognised the possibility of a 
combination of boilers in the same ship. 
In many foreign navies, and notably the 
German, that combination already ob- 
tained. The Committee pointed out 
that it might be desirable to combine two 
types of water-tube boilers in the same 
That was a very valuable admis- 
sion. Reference to the Report showed 
that the small tube boiler was not that 
very fragile or short-lived thing which it 
was supposed to be. The ‘ Pelorus ” 
was referred to in the Report of the 
Committee. It had been in commission 
for three years, doing duty with the 
Channel Squadron. The “ Pactolus,” 
too, which was fitted with small tube 
boilers, was commissioned at Christmas, 
1898, and, after serving one commission 
again resumed active duty with the Fleet 
after only a very slight overhaul. He 
believed it had been found that the small 
water-tube boilers in these vessels had 
given very satisfactory results, and that 
they were not so liable to trouble as boilers 
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vessel. 
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of the Belleville type, because the circu- 
lation was infinitely quicker and the risk 
of damage from deposits to the tube infi- 
nitely less. He saw that the Committe e 
had recommended a trial of the Yarrow 
large tube boiler, and he certainly 
should watch with the greatest interest 
trials with boilers of this type. It had 
been suggested that the Admiralty should 
take out the Belleville boilers already 
fitted in His Majesty's ships, and replace 
them with cylindrical boilers. That 
appeared to him to be a very dangerous 
and retrograde policy, because in order 
to do that they would have to take up 
the decks and to interfere with machinery 
specially designed for working those 
boilers. The results obtained would 
inevitably be less satisfactory, and for 
this reason—the machinery was designed 
to carry steam at 250 Ibs., and if they put 
in cylindrical boilers he very much 
doubted if they would be able to get them 
to run at that pressure. They would also 
find that the space occupied by the 
boilers would be so great that it would 
inevitably reduce the steaming value of 
the ship. He would suggest, as an alter- 
native, that they substituted the small 
tube boiler for the Belleville type, instead 
of introducing the eylindrical type. This 
was a question, however, with which 
the Committee were thoroughly com- 
petent to deal. The Report which had 
been issued was only an interim report, 
and he believed that the final Report 
would be of the greatest possible value 
to the Navy. He had never been a 
friend of the Belleville boiler, but he had 
always held that some kind of water-tube 
boiler would have to be used in the future, 
and he believed that the Committee 
would be enabled to decide upon the 
best type. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
he had no intention of debating Belleville 
boilers, construction or discipline, but 
he desired to direct the attention of the 
Committee to certain points which 
affected Irish interests. Having some 
knowledge of and taking an interest in the 
fishing industries, he supported the view 
of the hon. Member for Limerick, and 
could substantiate his statements that 
the steam trawlers encroached within the 
legal bounds, interfering with spawning 
grounds and destroying young fish by 
the million. Gunboats for  protec- 
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tion were placed around the coasts of | 


England and Scotland, but although 
frequent applications were made, it was 
difficult, if not impossible, to obtain them 
for Ireland. He had made several 
applications, and asked questions regard- 
ing Dublin and Galway, but little practi- 
cal result followed. In this connection, 
too, it might be useful for the Committee 
to know that it was also very hard some- 
times to obtain the co-operation of the 
coastguards, who should be further 
utilised for the protection of fisheries 
around the Irish coast. But if gunboats 
could not be obtained for the protection 
ot fisheries, they were available to assist 
evictions. Some years since a gunboat 
was sent to an eviction in the west of 
Ireland. She was wrecked upon — the 
expedition—possibly a just retribution, 


and a lesson to the Admiralty. He, 


therefore hoped that no more gunboats 
would be employed at evictions, but that 
they would beobtainable forthe protection 
of Irish fisheries. He entirely agreed with 
the hon. Member for Wokingham that 


ftoman Catholic chaplains should be 
granted in the Navy. From every point 


of view the demand was reasonable, and 
its necessity obvious. 

But his main object in rising was 
to express the opinion of the Irish 
people upon the vital and important 
issue in this matter. Ireland was 
overtaxed, as the Report of the 
Financial Relations Commission proved, 
and as a member of the Irish 
Financial Reform League he was aware 
that a strong feeling existed amongst all 
sections of politicians on this over-taxa- 
tion grievance. Part of this Irish taxa- 
tion was levied to support the British 
Navy, which was used to defend this 
country, and to protect the British 
Mercantile Marine. Now, what were 
the functions of the British Mercantile 
Marine? They were to pour into Great 
Britain from all parts of the world food 
products, to enter into competition with 
Ireland, an agricultural country, under 
what is called free trade—which is really 
a policy of free imports ; that is to say, 
Ireland is taxed to maintain competition 
with her products. He always argued 
that taxation was not in itself an evil, 
provided always it returned in some way 
to those who paid it ; but in this instance 


the money was exported from Ireland, and , 


Mr. Field, 
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never returned through any channel 
whatever. English and Scotch Members 


could vote this money with a light heart, 


beeause it came back somehow to their 
respective countries, but Ireland was a 
notable exception. Let the Committee 
examine the facts. The proposed ex- 
penditure amounted to thirty-two mil- 
lions, or a sum almost equal to that 
expended on the navies of France, 
Germany, and the United States. Of 
this thirty-two millions Ireland, under 
existing fiscal arrangements, would have 
to provide about three millions sterling, 
What were the Irish taxpayers to receive 
in return? Almost nothing. In the 
victualling and clothing department 
£2.390,000 were to be spent. How 
much of it would go to Ireland? Very 
little, if any, money or contracts. If he 
was correctly informed, the pork con- 
tract was for Danish pork, and the beet 
contract for American beet, for the greater 
portion of the supplies. There were no 
biscuits supplied from Ireland, although 
Jacobs, in his own constituency, was one 
of the largest biscuit manufacturers in 
the three kingdoms. No clothing nor 
outfit of any kind whatever. No con- 
struction—Belfast and Londonderry were 
ignored. No repairs. Even from Haul- 
bowline ships were towed away to be 
repaired in the south of England. Some 
time since he asked questions about a 
disabled vessel which arrived at Queens- 
town, and almost foundered when being 
towed across the Channel. This was 
Admiralty practice in Ireland. He had 
been lately to Castletown, Berehaven, 
one of the finest harbours in the world, 
where the Fleet often anchors. Had 
there been any local expenditure ? No, 
not as much as a boat-slip or pier was 
constructed. Fortifications had been 
dug out and guns concealed, but the 
work was done by the Army Sapper Corps, 
and the native residents were not much 
employed. As the Irish producers— 
manutacturersandla bourers—werealmost 
entirely excluded from this Naval Vote, 
he most emphatically was against this 
enormous and increasing expenditure, 
as opposed to Irish interests, because 
neither custom, nor money, nor labour 
came to Ireland. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would definitely reply to 
the points he had raised. In conclusion, 
he suggested that at least three million 
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pounds be expended during the current 
year in Ireland for produce and labour, 
as a recoup for the over-taxation extracted 
from an already impoverished country. 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) 
desired to call attention tothe inadequate 
number and position of the engineering 
branch of the Navy. From the Me- 
morandum just issued by the Admiralty, 
it appeared that they had this year 
appointed 287 additional officers. but of 
that number only twenty-one were 
engineer officers. The question arose 
was that increase of twenty-one even 
adequate in proportion to the increase 
in horse-power ? From a Return issued 
in 1898 it appeared that in 1888 the 
Admiralty complement of engineer offi- 
cers Was 662, but that was previous to 
the introduction of the water-tube 
boiler, and it might be considered that 
in that vear the engineers had few duties 
connected with the stokehole. The in- 
dicated horse-power of the Navy to-day 
was about three times that of 1888, 
therefore three times as many engineer 
officers were required, but instead of there 
being 1.986 engineer officers, as there 
should be, we had only 962. a deficit of 
1.000 according to the Admiralty stan- 
dard of 1888! It might possibly be 
argued that the increase of horse-power 
did not necessarily imply a corresponding 
increase of engineer officers. but that 
contention was entirely upset by the 
introduction of the water-tube boilers, 
which placed a large amount of extra 
work upon the engineer ofticers. 

The present complements of engineer 
officers were quite inadequate, as was 
shown on the trials of large cruisers, 
when it was found necessary to largely 
supplement them. Much the 
thing might be said with regard to the 
stokers. He had ascertained that the 
number of stokers required to man the 
Navy on half-boiler power, according to 
the Admiralty scale, was 29,000,and what 
proportion did that scale bear to the 
number of stokers required in time of 
war! The “ Formidable,” with a com- 
plement of 143 stokers, had no fewer 
than 197 stokers on her trial trip, or an 
increase of 40 per cent., and the “Cressy,” 
with a complement of 182, had258 stokers 
on her trial trip. It almost seemed to 
show that 40 per cent. must be added 
to the Admiralty complement. He was 
sorry that the Admiralty seemed to be 
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| going backwards on even their present 
inadequate scale. For instance, although 
the * King Alfred ~ was a sister ship to 
the ** Powerful.” and shad 5,000 horse- 
power more, yet the Admiralty comple- 
ment was thirty stokers less than that 
of the ** Powerful.” He had said that 
the Navy required 29,000 stokers to man 
our ships for half-boiler power, but if 
we wished to bring them up to full power, 
and also to prepare for contingencies 
such as sickness, we must add 50 per 
cent., which would raise the 29,000 
to 44,000 stokers, adequately to man 
our men-of-war in time of war. Allowing 
for the fact that in times of peace only 
about three-fifths of our ships were in 
commission, we wanted 26,000 stokers 
for the ships in commission to-day, but 
we had only 21.000, Therefore, we were 
1,000. officers and 5,000 stokers short. 
Why was there this dearth of engineer 
officers? It was not so much the want 
of money as that we could not get them. 
The position of the engineer officers was 
entirely inadequate. The Admiralty was 
reduced to the necessity of advertising 
in the engineering papers for temporary 
or emergency officers who were of a far 
inferior standard to those who had passed 
through the course at Keyham, and this 
must be very injurious to the service. 
It had been said that other nations had 


‘this same difficulty in regard to reconcil- 


ing the position of their engineer officers 
with the executive branch, but why 
should not this country be the first to 
obtain the advantages of recognising 
that the centre of gravity of a war ship 
was shifting from above deck to below 
deck, and that it is the man who keeps 


'the ship in speed we must look after. 


therefore he hoped the Secretary to the 
Admiralty would see his way to a more 
adequate recognition of the position ot 
the engineer officers. 

*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland. 
Wansbeck) said it would be interesting to 
know when this cumulative expenditure 
on the Navy might be expected to cease. 
He was not interested in the question of 
water-tube boilers; his interest lay in 
some of the human machinery used in the 
Navy. He joined in the appeal that had 
just been made on behalf of the engineers 
and particularly of the men who manned 
our ships below the decks. He thought 
the two things which lay at the root of the 
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money and fair treatment. The Admi- 
ralty had considerable difticulty in attract- 
ing good engineers and artificers to the 
Navy for the reason that the Service was 
not made sufficiently attractive to induce 
artificers to join. Engineer artificers 
were very intelligent and highly skilled 
artisans, and they had to pass a very 
severe examination as to their skill and 
physical fitness before they were accepted 
and enrolled in the Service. These men 
trained in the Navy would cost the coun- 
try £200 per man before they reached the 
stage of efficiency attained by engine- 
room artificers when they entered the 
Navy. That was the sum which these 
men had spent upon their education 
before joining the Service, and what in- 
ducements were offered in the shape of 
pay 7--5s. Gd. a day! That rate of 


pay was fixed eighteen years ago, 
and since that time the wages in 
private engineering shops had _ in- 
creased 15 or 20 per cent. He was 


of opinion that when the rate of pay was 
fixed it was fixed far below what ought to 
have been given, and it ought to be 
increased. If the rate of pay was in- 
creased the Navy would obtain all the 
men they required. With regard to in- 
crease In rank to that of a warrant officer, 


it seemed to him absurd that a man 
should be required to have reached 
thirty-five years of age as well as 
have ten years confirmed service to 
his credit before he was entitled to 


take his higher rating. Ten years ser- 
vice was sufficient without penalising a 
man by compelling him to wait until he 
was twenty-five years of age before he 
could commence to qualify. If that con- 
dition was removed younger and more 
efficient men would be attracted to the 
Navy, and that was what the Service re- 
quired. 
abolition of the age limit and the reten- 
tion only of the ten years confirmed ser- 
vice. The retiring pensions, also, were 
disproportionate to the wages earned by 
the artificers, and he hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would be able to see his way to 
make some concession in regard to that 
matter. 

*THe SECRETARY to tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Arnoup-Forster, Belfast, 
W.) thought that the view which had 
heen expressed in the course of the dis- 
cussion that the money for the Ship- 


Mr. Fenwick. 


{COMMONS} 


He therefore recommended the | 
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building Vote was not ‘sufficient was 
hardly the view which the Committee 
would be inclined to take. He expressed 
his appreciation of the valuable services 
ot the warrant officers, and said that they 
had no more ardent champions than the 
officersot the Navy. The hon. and gallant 
Member for Wokingham had said that the 
opinion of naval officers coincided with 
his own. Had there been unanimity of 
opinion among naval officers, the matter 
would have been dealt with long ago. 
It was because there was at present a 
difference among the superior ofticers of 
the Navy with regard to the way this 
question should be dealt with that there 
had not been any conclusion arrived at 
such as that suggested. It was not clear 
that any great boon would be conferred 
on the warrant officers by making it a 
condition that they should receive com- 
missioned rank. There were many cir- 
cumstances which differentiated the 
warrant officers from the quartermasters 
in the Army. The quartermaster was 
very often an elderly man with a wife 
and family, and he lived amid his own 
domestic surroundings. There was no 
similar opportunity for the warrant 
officer, who received his commission and 
had to take his place lateintife inthe ward- 
room, which was the sole social establish- 
ment on ship-of-war. They 
must look rather in the direction of 
supplying adequate inducements on shore 
for warrant ofheers of long service and 
tried capacity. Pledges had been given 
on this matter which must be carried 
out. A Committee was now considering 
the question, and he hoped that the 
inquiry would result in some advantages 


he ard a 


to the warrant. officers. The whole 
subject was engaging the attention of the 
Admiralty. 

Hon. Members from Ireland drew 
attention to the protection of the 
fisheries. It was not the case to say 


nothing was done for the protection of 
Irish fisheries. A torpedo gunboat, two 
steam cruisers, and two sailing cruisers 
were detached by the Admiralty for the 
purpose, and lately an arrangement had 
been made by the Irish Government 
to equipa special cruiser. The Admiralty 
did not pretend in any part of the United 
Kingdom to superintend the fisheries or 
to enforce the bye-laws of any local autho- 
rity, but it did undertake to protect all 
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fisheries of the United Kingdom as far as ! 
possible from any encroachment — by 
foreign fishermen. Complaint had been | 
made of the inadequacy of Admiralty ex- 
penditure in Ireland. The hon. Member 
for the St. Patrick Division of Dublin had 
alluded to the lack of expenditure for 
construction in Ireland. But the Admi- 
ralty was not to blame for any slackness 
in shipbuilding. The hon. Gentleman 
had suggested that facilities should be 
given tor the building and repairing of 
ships in Ireland. If the Department 
should receive tenders from Galway or 
Derry to build a_ battleship for the 
Navy, he would undertake to see that 
the Admiralty afforded every chance of 
success. As a matter of tact, however. 
the amount of Admiralty expenditure 
in Ireland was underrated. Some years 
ago, he believed, the expenditure was esti- 
mated to amount to nearly half a 
million, and the expenditure at the pre- 
sent time must be larger. More had been 
done in the last few years to make Haul- 
bowline a well-equipped and_ effective 
dockyard than had been the case for 
many years past. The expenditure there 
had largely increased, and the personnel 
had increased likewise. But in addition 
to the increased expenditure there was 
aconstant expenditure going on by reason 
of the visits of the Channel Fleet and the 
presence of another guardship on the 
Irish coast. 

It was said that the Admiralty had 
been misinformed with reference to the 
engineer officers of the Navy, the engine- 
room artificers, and the stokers. He 
declared that there was no_ shortage 
in respect of engine-room artificers at the 
present time. He took full cognisance 
of the statements on this subjeet 
from the hon. Member for the Wans- 
beck Division. With regard to en- 
gineers, he had made himself ac- 
quainted with the discussions which had 
taken place at their representative insti- 
tutions, and no one could read these 
discussions without feeling the difficulties 
of the question. It was a question which 
must engage the attention of the Admi- 
ralty. Only last year a concession was 
made to engineers in the Navy, and this 
he believed had been accepted as some 
amelioration of their position. He wished 
that requests on their behalf were put ina 
more definite form. It was asked that 


Supply— 


engineer officers should be given executive , 
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rank, and with one exception this had not 
heen found possible in any foreign Navy. 
That was not a reason against it, but it 
was an argument they had to consider. 
It was said that they must give executive 
authority to the engineers over their 
men. That proposal was based on a 
false analogy. It was suggested that 
an engineer officer could not punish the 
men under his command for breaches of 
discipline, but no more could a lieutenant 
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in command of a turret. It was a 
standing rule in the Navy that on 


could be inflicted until 
twenty-four hours after the offence 
had been committed, and it could 
only be inflicted by the captain of 
the ship or the officer he had deputed 
for the purpose. There was no injustice 
that he could see done to the engineer 
officer. With regard to the question of 
engineers being allowed to sit on courts- 
martial, his view was that if the Admi- 
ralty should see their way to agree to 
this proposal at any time it would be 
much wiser and more satisfactory to 
allow engineers to sit as naval officers. and 
not as engineers. Another point which he 
knew had engaged attention was the 
failure of a large number of engineers 
to reach the highest branch of the pro- 
fession: that was to say, promotion of 
engineer officers to the higher grades 
must of necessity be arrested at a certain 
point short of executive command. He 
did not see how that difficulty was to be 
got over wholly. It had been got over 
in part. There had been a considerable 


punishment 


addition made to the number in the 
higher ranks which engineers were 
capable of attaining. Whether that 


number could be increased he did not 


know. One great experiment was being 
made with regard to engineers. namely, 
in the United States. The — idea 
was to enter all officers for deck 
service and for engine-room service 


indifferently, and to appoint them to 
either of these services. That was an 
experiment which would be most in- 
teresting and instructive. He was told 
that up to the present moment the ex- 
periment had not succeeded, and they 
might not get from that all the lessons 
they would have liked to get. The con- 
dition of things was not altogether satis- 
factory, and they ought to make an 
attempt to improve matters, for they 
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could not exaggerate the importance of 
the engineering branch of the Service. 
It was an importance which had greatly 
increased, and he believed anything 
that could be done to ameliorate the 
condition of the engineer officers con- 
sistently with the interests of the Navy 
ought to be done. He did not believe 
that the full weight of criticism in this 
matter came from the engineers them- 
selves. He did not find evidence of that. 
On the contrary, he found that there 
were very varied opinions, but, as he had 
stated before, this was a matter which 
ought to receive the consideration it 
deserved. If hon. Members would 
grapple a little more closely with the 
difficulties of the question, and would 
submit proposals not incompatible with 
the interests of the Service, such pro- 
posals would receive from the Board of 
Admiralty all the attention they deserved. 
All that had been said in reference to 
engine-room artificers and the question 


Supply— 


of qualifying age for warrant officers 
deserved careful consideration. It was 


not in his power to give any pledge, but 
the matter should be referred to the 
Board. In regard to pensions, he was 
fully sensible of the importance of the 
remarks made, and no opportunity 
should be lost for giving them full con- 
sideration. 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BAtrour, Manchester, 
E.) suggested that at this point it might 
be convenient to the Committee to take 
Vote A. The general discussion might 
equally range over Vote 1. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) saw no convenience in this, and it 
might be that a specific Amendment 
might be raised on Vote 1. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was quite ready 
to consult the general convenience, but 
it might be understood that at the end of 
the discussion the two Votes should be 
taken. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that so far as the Irish Members were 
concerned they were only anxious to 
adopt whatever course would be most 
convenient. It seemed to him that a 
general discussion such as was now 
proceeding might be out of order on 
Vote 1 if a specific Amendment were 
moved. 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


{COMMONS} 
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better to go on with Vote A until matters 
of general interest had been disposed of. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said they 
all recognised the enormous advantage of 
having in the Secretary to the Admiralty 
a gentleman who had a thorough and 
comprehensive knowledge of every ques- 
tion brought up, and who was able to deal 
with it instantly and satisfactorily. That 
was a matter which they could fully ap- 
preciate. Whatever might have been the 
advantages in the past of having a round 
man in a square hole, they at all events 
on this occasion had the right man in the 
right place. The hon. Member had re- 
plied to some observations made by the 
hon. and gallant Member for the Woking- 
ham Division in regard to the treatment 
of warrant officers. The hon. and 
gallant Member said that young men of 
the lower deck who showed special apti- 
tude should be taken in hand then and 
there by the Admiralty and sent to 
Greenwich, and given every opportunity 
of training and education, so that they 
could have access to the commissioned 
ranks. Of course, hon. Members knew 
that the opportunity now came rather 
late. A man was married and had a 
family, and consequently it was very 
difficult for him to uphold the position. 
But it did seem wrong, in his judgment, 
that the whole of the lower deck of the 
Navy should be shut out from the oppor- 
tunity of attaining the higher ranks of 
the Navy. They had heard in connection 
with the war in South Africa that the 
officers there had not proved what the 
country might have anticipated. A 
good many disasters had resulted from 
bad leading. There had been social 
barriers interposed under which men in 
the lower ranks could not attain the 
higher. He was perfectly certain that 
the country would find sooner or later 
that it had made a serious mistake. The 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Admiralty had made one step forward 
when he recalled the numerous pledges 
in regard to the finding of positions 
for warrant officers given by both ad- 
ministrations extending over a_ period 
of ten years. He hoped these pledges 
would now bear fruit, and that in the 
hands of the Secretary to the Admiralty 
they would no longer have a long series 
of these pledges, but some practical pro- 


He suggested that it would be , posal during the current year. 
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Supply — 


In regard to the engine-room comple- 


ment, there had been some weighty and , 


powerful speeches by gentlemen who pre- 
faced their remarks with the observation 
that they were perfectly free and indepen- 
dent, and that they did not represent an 
interest, and so on. He thought the 
suggestion was that those who did repre- 
sent the naval interests were supposed 
to be under some taint, and that they did 
not speak with absolutely free minds. 
He must absolutely deny the soft im- 
peachment. Some hon. Members did 
represent these men, but they were just 
as much entitled to speak for them as an 
agricultural Member was to speak in 
favour of agriculturists. At all events, 
these Members were rather late in the 
field. His hon. friends and himself had 
been bringing forward these questions 
for the last nine years, and they were 
very glad to have the assistance of others, 
but nevertheless they recognised that it 
was their duty to bring these questions 
before the House on behalf of their con- 
stituents. He personally brought them 
forward because he took a great interest 
in all questions affecting the Navy. The 
Secretary to the Admiralty in his reply 
told them that there was no dearth of 
engine-room artificers, and that, indeed, 
last year the Admiralty had to stop re- 
cruiting. That seemed a strange thing 
when they considered that they had 
permanently reduced the engine-room 
complements, and that at the present 
moment they could not mobilise the Fleet 
for war. Two years ago, when they 
mobilised for the Manceuvres, they had 
only one-third of the complement accord- 
ing to the mobilisation scheme, and they 
had to denude the harbour ships to find 
men to make up that one-third. It 
seemed strange to him that they were 
in such an unfortunate position. Whether 
that was so or not, certainly with 
regard to engine-room artificers there 
was a most woeful lack of skilled rating. 
The Admiralty, under Mr. Goschen, 
resorted to all sorts of expedients to 
get over the difficulty. He took offence 
at the fact that the trades unions of 
the country were boycotting the Navy 
because the Admiralty would not accord 
to the men the treatment which the 
trades unions said they were entitled 
to outside the Navy. The present 
Secretary to the Admiralty had been 
very fair, for he had recognised the 


{25 Marcu 1901} 
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importance of those questions affecting 
the warrant officers, engine-room arti- 
ficers, and engineers. He thought the 
hon. Member would find before long that 
it would be a cheaper operation to give 
these men a better status, both with 
regard to rank and pay, than they at 
present enjoyed. 

During the nine years he had been in 
the House he had had the pleasure of 
voting for Roman Catholic chaplains in 
the Fleet. 

With 


regard to the question ot 
courts-martial, he pointed out that 
under Clause 58 of the Navy Dis- 
cipline Act executive engineer ofticers 
were not entitled to sit on these 
courts, and he urged that it would 
only be fair if when a member of the 
engine-room staff was to be tried by court- 
martial one of his class should be on 
it. The present was a manifestly unfair 
arrangement, and he suggested that 
Clause 58 required alteration. He had 
a special reason to give why it should 
be altered. Pledges given in the House 
were supposed to count for something. 
When First Lord of the Admiralty the 
Secretary of State for India gave an 
absolute and definite pledge in this House 
in 1891 to Sir John Pope Henessey, who 
brought the matter forward, that the 
arrengementshould be altered. The noble 
Lord said the Naval Lords did not agree 
with him, but he thought it was right, 
and he promised that the concession 
should be made. 

Last summer the Admiralty appointed 
a Departmental Committee to deal 
with the question of victualling for 
the Navy. He appeared before the 
Committee in July last and gave 
evidence, and he thought the time had 
now arrived when they should have 
some statement as to the outcome of 
the deliberations. Their complaint was 
that the variety of the food in the Navy 
was deficient. Nobody suggested for a 
moment that the quantity was deficient, 
because having illustrations of the good 
physique of the men of the Navy it was 
impossible to suggest that they were 
being starved. The food continued on 
the basis established a quarter of a 
century ago, and the standard of living 
in the country had enormously improved 
since then. The men were compelled, 


‘as it were, to supplement the dietary 


by making purchases in the canteen. 
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It was estimated that this represented 
a drain of 30s. a month on the pay of 
the men. They were served with dry 
bread and cheese, but no butter or 
milk, and they did not get preserves. 
It was a dietary altogether out of date. 
Another point raised was with regard 
to the meal hours. They were most 
antiquated and ludicrous — breaktast 
was at eight o'clock, dinner at twelve. 
and what was called supper at four. 
That was the last meal a man got until 
the morning came round again. He 
knew there was an option exercised of 
making an additional issue under certain 
circumstances of half a pint of cocoa, 
hut the system was altogether wrong 
under which the last meal was at four 
oclock in the afternoon. He did not 
want to go into too much detail on this 
question, because he hoped the hon. 
Member would give them some satisfac- 
tion as to what decision had been come 
to. He wished to say a word as to the 
management of the canteen. The can- 
teen system was one of which the 
Admiralty took no particular cognisance. 
Food was put on board the ship, and 
the men were exploited right and left 
with high prices. Contractors got the 
business, but he could not see why the 
Admiralty should not carry on these 
canteens themselves. and sell articles 
at practically cost price. He suggested 
that the Admiralty should set up in 
various ports cold storage depots. so 
that there would be fresh food 
served out to the Navy. These depots 
might be set up at Hong Kong, Malta, 
Esquimault, and Sydney. These were ceal- 
ing stations where the fleet congregated. 

He was glad that the Admiralty 
were encouraging men who showed a 
special aptitude for gunnery. and that 
they were recognising the Marines on 
hoard ship. But he did not see why a 
marine should only be paid an additional 
Id. per day for holding the same quali- 
fication which a seaman-gunner held, 
and for which he got 3d. per day. It 
was most important that the gunners 
should have every encouragement. How- 
ever good a ship might be, and however 
good the officers and crew to bring 
the ship within striking distance. the 
gunner had the last word. They knew 
what good sighting meant in the war 
between the Americans and the Spanish. 


Mr. Kearley. 


more 


{COMMONS} 
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The Americans mowed the Spanish 
down because they had good gunners, 

He wished to know whether the pledge 
given by Mr. Goschen last year, that 
the whole question of labour should be 
taken into consideration, was in course 
of being carried out. The standard 
rate of pay in Government. establish- 
ments was far below that prevailing 
in outside employment. At the time of 
the General Election the First Lord 
of the Treasury gave on behalf of his 
party a definite promise that fair wages 
would be paid to Government workmen. 
The question of pensions affecting chief 
petty officers and engine-room artificers 
had been referred to, and the Secretary 
to the Admiralty said that all pensions 
were based on the rating held in the 
service, and that the men had not very 
much to complain about, as they were 
pensioned on their rating. That was 
what he should like him to inquire 
into. because an engine-room artificer 
held during the time he was serving 
the rating of chief petty officer, but 
when he went into retirement he was 
not pensioned on that rating at all. 
He was pensioned on a rating which 
he did not hold—that of first-class petty 
officer. It worked out in this way. 
Although this was a skilled man, who 
came to them with his skill which did 
not cost the Admiralty anything, after 
having qualified himself at some other 
hody’s expense, and although — they 
must give him a high rate of pay asa 
skilled artisan, they sent him out of the 
service in twenty-two years. or what 
not, and they gave him a pension alto- 
gether disproportionate to the rate of 


pay drawn when he was serving. The 
grievance with regard to the petty 


officers of the second branch was that 
they could not hold a higher rating 
and were pensioned at the lower rating. 
This was a question which had_ been 
discussed over and over again. Lord 
Charles Beresford made a rather in- 
flammatory speech against the hesitation 
of the Admiralty to grant what was 
generally recognised throughout — the 
whole Navy as a concession that ought 
to be made. The hon. Member hoped 
that now they would receive a more 
definite offer. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) com- 
plained that the fishery off the coast of 
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Wexford, which a few years ago was | 
’ e fo) 


valuable and remunerative, had, owing 
to the incursions of steam trawlers from 
Bristol, Milford, and other places, been 
rendered almost worthless to the Wexford 
fishermen. Some time ago the names of 
the steam trawlers were actually secured 
and forwarded to the proper authorities, 
but the Government refused to prosecute, 
on the ground that the captain and crews 
could not be identified. It would. however, 
have been a very easy matter, having 
obtained the name of the vessel, to find 
out the captainandcrew. For three years 
he had repeatedly asked for a gunboat 
or a sloop-of-war to protect, not only the 
Wexford fishery, but the Irish fisheries 
generally, but he had always been told 
that none could be spared. Last year 
the Vice-President of the Board of Agri- 
culture promised that as soon as the 
Board got into working order an armed 
vessel would be procured to patrol Lrish 
waters. That had been done, and some 
months ago, when the steam trawlers 
again visited the Wextord coast, the Vice- 


President sent a gunboat down and 
caught them in the act of piracy. Only 


a small grant of money was set apart tor 
the Board of Agriculture, and it was not 
fair that out of that sum Ireland should 
have to equip this armed vessel, especially 
considering that Irishmen paid so much 
towards the maintenance of the Navy, 
from which they derived no benefit 
whatever. Ireland had no commerce 
or trade to protect. She once had both, 
but England deprived her of them just 
as she did of her national Parliament. 
No doubt it was good policy trom the 
English point of view to strengthen her 
First Line of defence to keep off foreign 
invaders. Ireland, however, feared no 
foreign invaders, as the country had 
been so impoverished that it would not 
be worth the while of any nation to take 
it. Englishmen used to sing, “ We've 
got the ships, we've got the men, and 
weve got the money too.” but now the 
tune had changed to, “We want the 
ships, we want the men, and we want 
the money too.” If the Government 
wanted ships, men, and money, let them 
tax their own country and self-governing 


colonies, but not Ireland. which derived | 


no benefit whatever from the expendi- | 


ture. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) 


re- 


minded the Leader of the House that 
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when he was at the Lrish Office and a 
Bill was introduced dealing with steam 
trawling he induced the Irish Members to 
withdraw their opposition by an under- 
taking that ample provision would be 
made for the protection of the fisheries. 
They were given to understand that the 
Admiralty was prepared to back up the 
right hon. Gentleman’s promise, but 
nothing satisfactory had been done. 
The hon. Gentleman in charge of the Vote 
had made out that a certain number of 
gunboats and cruisers had been placed at 
the disposal of the Irish Board of Agricul- 
ture. 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: [said that 
five vessels were supplied by the Ad- 
miralty, and that a vessel has been 
recently supplied by the Admiralty for 
the protection of the fisheries, but out- 
side the control of the Admiralty. 

Mr. POWER maintained that the 
funds at the disposal of the Board of Agri- 
culture were very limited, and it was not 
fair that out of them this vessel should 
have to be equipped. The Government 
should supply more boats for the pro- 
tection of the Irish fisheries, as the coasts 
were absolutely infested by these steam 
trawlers, and owing to the laws being 
bye-laws instead of general laws damage 
was being done every day. The hon. 
Gentleman had given the go-by to the 
very important question of Catholic 
chaplains. The Catholic Bishop of Water- 
ford had recently said that if no action 
was taken by the authorities he should 
think it his duty to use his influence with 
the young men in that district to pre- 
vent them joining the Naval Reserve, 
and he would be perfectly justified in so 


doing. Out of the sum which was now 
asked for some £2,500,000 would fall 


upon Ireland, and what would Ireland 
gain in return in the shape of trade 
protection? They had very little trade 
to protect, because it was notorious that 
by various laws they took good care 
to crush the trade of Ireland generations 
ago. He thought some of the great 
battleships might be built in Ireland 
instead of simply sending there ships 
which required repairs. 

There was one point to which he par- 
ticularly desired to call attention. All 
hon. Members acknowledged that more 
gunnery practice was required both in the 
Army and the Navy. Along the coast of 
Ireland they had naval statiens fcr their: 
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Reserve men, but they knew absolutely 
nothing of gun practice, although the 
Naval authorities recognised that this 


Supply— 


was a most important branch of the | 


Service. He maintained that the most 
important thing they could do was 
to teach those Naval Reserve men how 


to handle a gun, and that could only | 


be done by having targets at sea. In his 
locality no provision was made for get- 
ting out those targets properly, and they 
could only be used when the weather 
was calm, and when they did not move 
about. Such practice as that was very 
little use ; andas they had plenty of south- 
westerly weather, under present circum- 
stances it was impossible to have gun 
practice during a good many months. 
If they provided a small boat-slip at Tra- 
more continual practice could be provided, 
and he hoped the hon. Gentleman would 
have a Report made as to whether 


this could be done, and what the 
cost would be. Some few vears ago 


the Admiralty decided that they did not 
think this was necessary, but the number 
of men in training there had increased 
very largely since. and they could not 
have proper practice unless some better 
accommodation was made. He hoped the 
hon. Gentleman would consult his own 
Naval authorities on this subject, for he 
felt that they would bear him out that 
what he had suggested was absolutely 
necessary. A very small expenditure in 
this direction would enable the Reserves to 
be drilled properly, whereas under the 
present condition of things matters were 
so bad that they could not even launch 
a boat to put up their target unless the 
weather was absolutely calm. He com- 
mended this suggestion to the favourable 
consideration of the Admiralty, and he 
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ventured to say that his claim was a 
very reasonable one. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg to move, 


* That the Question be now put.” 
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till Sunday ! 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: This is not 
| the way to facilitate business. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
Ona point of order, | desire to ask whether 
your attention was called to the fact 
‘that before the closure was accepted by 

|you, Mr. Lowther, five or six English 
| Members on the opposite side of the 
| House rose to speak. 

Siz FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire. Shipley) : On a point of order, 
Mr. Lowther, I wish to say that that is 
not so. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On a 
point of order I ask, with great respect, 
| whether it is in order foran hon. Gentle- 
}man opposite to flatly contradict the 

statement which I made, when it is within 
| the knowledge of every hon. Member on 
| this side of the House that at least four 
hon. Gentlemen on the other side rose to 
| speak, including the hon. Member for 

| Great Yarmouth ! 

*THe CHAIRMAN : I think the denial 
of the hon. Member might have been 
couched in more polite language, but I do 
not think it is unparliamentary to say, 
** That is not so.”’ 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.): 
Allow me to say that several English 
Members rose. 


} 
| 
| An Hon. MembBer: Why not sit on 
| 


Question put, “* That the Question be 
now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 180 ; 
Noes, 94. (Division List No. 91.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F ; 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forst2r, Hugh O. 


Bond, Edward 


Bull, William 


Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 

Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 





Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Sain, Colonel Jan:es Robert 
Baird,John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

saldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick Geore 
Bartley, George C, T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Bignold, Arthur 


Mr. Power. 





Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Chainberlain, Rt. Hon.J(Birm. | 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r | 


Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir J. Charles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dewar, T. R.(T’rH’mletsS.Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dixon-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn'Edwd. 
Fereusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Man’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
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Finlay, 


Fisher, William Hayes 


Sir Robert Bannatyne 


FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry ¢ 

Flower, Ernest 

Gartit, William 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gree n,W alfordD(W ednesbury 
Greene,SirE W(BrySEdn’ nds 
Grenfell, William’ Henry 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem’th) 
Hay, Hon. ¢ ‘laude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, James(Statfords.N.W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higeinbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampsd. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Hope,J. F( Shettield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard, ¢ — Kent, Faversh 
Howard, J — Tottenham) 
Hozier, Stalag James Hy. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Cap. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

C ge J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) | 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan | 
Donelan, C aptain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, W illiam J. 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James C hristopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 
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Kimber, Henry 
| Knowles, Lees 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hn WilliamEdw. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Long, Rt Hn Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Mazartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Iver ee 
Majendie, James A. H. 
M: ot ar lan 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnsirH E( Wigton 
Maxwell, W..J.( Dumfriesshire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr- Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, John 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
P lummer, “Wi alter R. 


NOES. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


| Lambert, George 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lundon, W. 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mappin, Sir F rederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South): 
O’Brien, James I’. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, ,Kendal(‘lipperary Md 
O’Brien, Patrick (Ki kenny) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O’Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) | 
O’ Dowd, John 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) | 
[FouRTH SERIES. | 
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Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvi., Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
tidley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limetiouse 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H (Renfrew) 
Smith,A belH. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W, F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomliuson, Wm. Edw Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H.(Sh’fti’d 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
W ason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt. -¢ og A. _ E (Tauntn 
Welby, Sir C. . (Notts. ) 
Whitmore, Shite ‘Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ. Powell (Bir. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerbureh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, Rt. Hn. CR( Northants 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, Dav id A. (Merthyr) 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
Ure, Alexander 
Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
W ouehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Edward Morton and 
Mr. Tennant. 
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Question put 
118,625 men and boys be 


Supply— 


the Sea and Coast Guard Services for the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H(Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Black, Alexander William 
Bond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Buxten, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Carson, Kt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Davies, Alfred (Carmartinen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, T. R.(T’rH’mlets,SGeo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dinsdale, Sir J. Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sird(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Haves 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 


accordingly, 


{COMMONS} 


* That 
employed for 


‘Noes, 54. 
AYES. 
, Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
| Fletcher, Sir Henry 
| Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 


| Gartit, William 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene,SirE W(B’ryS Edm’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. L’dG(Midd’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Heath, Arth. Howard (Hanley 
Heath, James(Statfords,N.W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbotiom, 8. W. 


Hoare, Ed. Brodie(Hampstead | 


Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E.) 
Hope, J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard,Capt.J.(KentFaversh 
Howard.J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jefireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbe1t Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon,Hn. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareh’m) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Leng, Sir John 

-Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S | 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ (Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHn W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 


| Shaw-Stewart,M. H.( Renfrew) 
| Shipman, Dr. John «. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 224; 
(Division List No. 92.) 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, lan 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham ( Bath 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Penn, John 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Six Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
temnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green! 
tige, Richard 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Linculn) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Sinelair, Capt. John (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, A bel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R ( Northants. 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M ‘Taggart 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Ure, Alexander 
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1902, ineluding 19,805 Royal Marines.” 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, ColSirCEH. (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Holl 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) | Wolff, Gustav 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton | 
Welby, Sir Chas.G. E. (Notts.) | 


Supply— 


| White, Luke ( 
Whitmore, Ch: 


Wrightson, Sir 
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Williams,RtHnJ Powell-(Br'm | 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine(Essex | 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E. R (Bath) 


Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- | 
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Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Navy Estimates. 


York, E. R.) 
arles Algernon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Wilhelm 


Thomas | 


NOES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | 
Blake, Edward 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

‘Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Hammond, Jol 
Hayden, John 


Joyce, Michael 


Lundon, W. 
| MacDonnell, D 


M‘Fadden, Edy 


Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Jose] 
Nolan, Joseph ( 
O’Brien, James 
O’Brien, Kendal 


O’Connor,Jame 


1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,760,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expenses of Wages, etc. to 
Officers, Seamen and Boys, Coast Guard, 
and Royal Marines, which will come in 
course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) 
said there was a matter which had already 
been dealt with—-—- 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : On 
a point of order, I should like to put a 
question. Do we understand that the 
general discussion is being continued on 
this Vote ? 

*THE CHAIRMAN: The general dis- 
cussion taken on Vote A. cannot be con- 
tinued on Vote 1. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Surely it is 
within your recollection, Mr. Lowther, 
and within the recollection of everybody 
in the House who was here earlier in the 
afternoon, that at the time the First Lord 
of the Treasury asked us to let Vote A pass 
to come to Vote 1 on the ground that we 
could have a general discussion on Vote 1, 
when I suggested that that might possibly 
not be in order the First Lord of the 
Treasury shook his head, and from your 
silence, Mr. Lowther, we were all under 
the impression that a general discussion 
could take place on Vote 1. I may be 


allowed to point out that there are remain- 


Gilhooly, James 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Kennedy, Patrick James 


Leamy, Edmund 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 


| O'Doherty, William 
in O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Patrick O’ Dowd, John 
0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
0’ Kelly, James( RoscommonN. 
O'Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
tedmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


r. Mark A. 


vard 


yh P. 

Louth, South) 
F. X. (Cork) 
(Tippera’y Mid | 








s(Wicklow, W. | 


ing one or two small questions—one of 
which was raised by almost the last 
speaker—which have received no answer 
at all. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What subject ? 





| Was it about trawling ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: No, I refer 
to the question of accommodation at 
Tramore, in the county of Waterford. As 
I stated earlier in the afternoon, there 
is not the slightest desire on these 
Votes to have anything in the nature of 
illegitimate or improper discussion. I 
may say that on this Vote we had deter- 
mined that five or ten minutes longer 
would have enabled us to have coneluded 
the discussion on the Vote. If the right 
hon. Gentleman had not been so precipi- 
tate in moving to cut short the debate J 
think it would have been better from his 
own point of view, for he would not have 
imported the heat which he has done 
into this matter, and he certainly would 
have ensured that the sitting would not 
have been indefinitely prolonged. If. 
contrary to the universal understanding 
arrived at earlier in the afternoon, we 
are now to be shut out from the discus- 
sion of main topics, so far from facilitating 
the progress of business, the illegitimate 
use of the closure will urge every hon. 
Member on these benches to throw 
every obstacle in the way. 

*Tue CHAIRMAN : I understand that 


the hon. Member for Waterford was 


2N2 
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asking me a question. In reply to the 
question, certainly it is always possible 
by agreement between the two sides of 
the House, with the Chairman giving 
his consent, to arrange that a discussion 
shall be taken upon a particular Vote 
which otherwise might not be in order. 
I would point out, however, that when 
the First Lord of the Treasury made that 
suggestion it was refused by the hon. 
Member for Dundee sitting on the Front 
Opposition Bench. As it was refused, 
and as I was not asked to give my con- 
sent, I had no consent to give, and I 
have, therefore, to follow the ordinary 
rules of the House. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: As 
vou have referred to my action, Mr. 
Lowther, [ wish to say that if the general 
discussion is not to be continued on 
Vote 1,1 do not see what is to be gained 
by this change. 


Mr. KEARLEY said he understood 
that the hon. Gentleman would not be 
permitted to reply on the various subjects 
which had been raised. The hon. Mem- 
ber in charge of the Vote had given his 
reply after one and a half hour's discus- 
sion. Was it to be understood now that 
they could have no reply given to the 
various questions which they had raised, 
upon the only opportunity which they 


had had of raising them ? 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: Strictly speaking, 
any hon. Member who the 
Committee on this Vote must make his 
speech relevant to this Vote, but possibly 
under the circumstances the House 
would allow the hon. Member in charge 
of this Vote to reply to the questions 
which have been raised. 


addresses 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Does your 
ruling amount to this—that no further 
questions of general interest can be 
raised ! 


*THE CHAIRMAN : “ General interest ” 
opens up rather a big question. I 
should much rather prefer to rule on 
each point as it arises. This Vote is a big 
one, and covers a great deal of ground, 
and it is possible to bring in a good 
many subjects within the purview of this 
Vote. IL would rather decide on each 
particular question as it arises, 


The Chairman. 


{COMMONS} 





Navy Estimates. 1028 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I will 


mention one specific question which has 
already been touched upon in the general 
discussion, and which has not been 
answered adequately by the Government 
—I refer to the question of providing 
further facilities, from the Admiralty 
point of view, of boat stages or piers in 
certain parts of Ireland. Should I be 


entitled now to continue that discus- 
sion ? 
*THe CHAIRMAN: I think that 


would come very properly under works 
and_ buildings. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is a 
subject which was in order on Vote A, 
but is not in order on Vote 1. There- 
fore | beg to move, Mr. Lowther, that 
you now report progress, and I do so for 
the purpose of calling attention to what 
has occurred. I think the Secretary to 
the Admiralty, as far as he had the 
opportunity of doing so, answered the 
questions put to him in a very fair way. 
I think the Secretary to the Admiralty 
will admit that it unreasonable 
thing, especially after what occurred 
earlier in the afternoon, to deprive us of 


is 


an 


this opportunity of raising this and 
similar questions. If, as I said before, 
we had been permitted to continue 


this discussion for a quarter of an how 
longer, the hon. Gentleman no doubt 
would have answered the point raised 
by the hon. Member for East Water- 
ford, and he could have disposed of it 
in a few sentences. No doubt they would 
have been of a sympathetic character. 
By the operation of this rule, which has 
been brought into play by the Leader 
of the House, who was not present 
during the discussion-—-- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Permit me to 


say that I was present. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Then, Sir. 
if the right hon. Gentleman was present, 
he deliberately moved the closure to 
prevent his hon. friend next to him 
from giving an answer. The right hon. 
Gentleman will gain nothing by this. 
Such conduct is absurd and childish. 
and if he desires to get his Estimates 
through he should take advantage of the 
conciliatory spirit shown to him earlier 
in the afternoon. There was not the 
slightest intention of prolonging this 
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discussion up to half an hour ago, and. Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But the hon. 
everyone present knows that our con- Gentleman did not fall in with that 
tributions to this debate were reasonable suggestion. 


and to the point, and the proot of this is Mr. JOHN REI : Ws ; 

é sagan anaes Mr. . N REDMOND: The rig 
to be found in the fact that every one of | Ir : It Sa I ; . right 
A ening: sland wank with : ympa hon. Gentleman is unintentionally doing 

ne ¢ Ss S aske Y as a- ree . 1: ee 
k F ‘ eer: me an injustice. I told him so far as 
thetic answer trom the Secretary to the ee : 
a : Bs Members on this side of the House were 
Admiralty. Thelast point mentioned has ; 
gpg ere. sympathetic con concerned that we had no desire to unduly 
nod’ 2 é : R - ; 3 . 
eed because his mouth has been prolong the discussion, nor did we do so. 
dosed by the moving of the closure. It “8 # matter of fact we had made up our 
: ae: mind to allow Vote A to come to a con 
is not only Members on this side of the . maid) : ‘ 
: clusion within a few minutes of the time 


House who have been closured by this : 
4 : he right hon. Gentleman moved the 
motion. but also Members on the other 7 > righ rent : 
closure. 


side. The hon. Member for one of the 
Divisions of Yorkshire ought to apologise We A 5 WALI: 1 oui cleers 
ior the flat contradiction—such as I have : 

oiten heard censured trom the Chair— 
he gave to the statement that some 
Members rose on that side of the House 
when the First Lord of the Treasury 
noved the closure. The contradiction 
was wrong. Members sitting behind 
him as well as in front of him rose. The 
fovernment will see that in interrupting 
the amiable and reasonable course of the 
lebate in the way the First Lord of the 
Treasury has done he is gaining nothing, 
ind he is closing the mouths of hon. 
Members who wish to raise legitimate 
discussion. In order to mark the sense 
dt the impropriety and utter unwisdom 
and stupidity of these proceedings, I beg 
tymove that you now report progress. 


glad to have communications in a friendly 
spirit as to the course of business, but | 
could not in justice to the House allow 
the discussion to drag on to what might 
have been an interminable length. Iam 
not attacking hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
and I am not blaming them. Lam only 
explaining why I, responsible in a measure 
for the conduct of business. and in no 
sense desirous of exercising any authority 
harshly over any section of the House, 
but having in view the general course 
of the debate, asked the Committee to 
conclude the discussion on Vote A and 
go on to Vote 1, surely not an unreason- 
able course. The hon. Gentleman said 
I did that for the purpose of preventing 
my hon. friend replying to a question put 
Motion made. and Question proposed, °°. him. But my hon. friend had no 
“That the Chairman do report Progress ; formation, and could not have given a 
and ask leave to sit again.”-—(Vr. John reply. 
edmond. ) Mr. JOHN REDMOND: He was 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : The hon. Mem. ®Sked to give an assurance that an inquiry 
ber has used many hard words, chiefly should be made. 
lirected against me and the course [have fr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course mv 
hdopted, his view being that without the hon. friend will make an inquiry. There 
losure we should have got on a little bit need be no anxiety on the part of the hon. 
etter. The hon. Member was not pre- Member for East Waterford or any of his 
ent in the House when I made an appeal hon. friendsthat because an assurance was 











9 the Committee about half-past one pot given by my hon. friend the matter 
clock. I was extremely anxious to will “escape his attention. It will not 
ome to some amicable arrangement— escape his attention. I hope the Com- 
Mr. Joun RepbMoND : So was I.|—and 1 mittee will now proceed with the remain- 
km ge sure | = oo that could ing business. 
jure the susceptibility of the most : z ada, oO 
oe poets 8 1 then suggested Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON ; A sug- 
hat we should come to a distinct under- 8°U0M made by yourself, Mr. Chair- 
tanding that the debate on the Naval ™@”, @ few minutes ago will relieve the 
stimates should finish at some reason-| CO™mittee from this difficulty. If that 
ble hour. suggestion is now acted on, I am sure 
my hon. friends will meet it in a reason- 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: So it would. | able spirit. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no; have wished. He brought under the § Le 
objection so far as | am concerned. notice of the Admiralty two specific cases on 
; ee . me , , of local interest, and he certainly thought J Mae 
p oe ; a agrees ‘ that his hon. friend in moving to report. § MD 
oa. as a eonadie me adie woe progress was quite within his right, a 
self he a “lk te og e og The! because the matter would not have taken J} \for 
"ll ec em: Asal “et me . ie ‘© three minutes to explain. He thought J Mar 
a Te ae we ee H “ re j babe ." the course taken by the right hon. Gentle- — 
ei fc sie oe Ree “ <n de man would only prolong the debate. O'Br 
: ae aM cere it - Wh “ The right hon. Gentleman had raised § opr 
ded “Ra — 7 si wie 9 oad a the anger of hon. Members, and_ his 
| Memt 1 ner pe non ahr tactics, far from facilitating business, 
jesir ; — ee - on behe-soen gu would retard it. He ventured to cor- § Aclat 
ssa oas to ier ‘ prt the ¢ saad ut oborate the fact that several hon. Mem- - 
AV yr recar » -oeneyv 3 aSS : . ° a i 
si “ectote “a : rf oe : oF Ousiness bers had risen to continue the discussion J no! 
oer et on Seen Oe BO. eg to assure hen the closure was moved. Ashe 
the hon. Member that I had not the Ashte 
smallest intention of showing rudeness to’ Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My _ hon. § Atkir 
him or to any of his colleagues. friend is quite prepared to consider the Bailey 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I wish  ™#tters referred to. ea 
to be allowed to say that I accept fully the = fp. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) J Baleai 
assurance of the hon. Gentleman. Asa gaid he supported the motion that pro-f Baldw 
matter of personal explanation what press be reported for the reasons ad- oe 
vahat iui a {i : wine . 7. ‘ ou 
oceurred was this: When the closure yanced by his hon. friend, and also for Banbu 
was moved five or six English Members another ‘reason. It was very extra-f] Bartle 
got up to speak. On my mentioning ordinary to him that hon. Members = 
‘ ac s Ye 2 > " 29] r . each, 
that re en " hon. eres 68 should be so very reluctant to give seen 
it was not true. accept what he has 4 Saturday afternoon to the servicef Bignol 
now said, but 5 desire to say that of the great Empire about which they pe 
[ am in a position to prove that boasted so much. His hon. _ friends amg 
at least five, and I believe six, Members were willing to stay, but evidently hon. Bond, t 
stood up. The hon. Member for Great Members opposite thought more of aff Boseaw 
Yarmouth, the hon. Member for gaturday to Monday in the countrrf Brown, 
Plymouth, two hon. Members sitting than of the Empire, and he thought ie 
behind the hon. Gentleman, and the hon. jt desirable that progress should bef Buxton 
Member for Devonport, making five, stood reported in order to enable them tof Carson, 
up. Lam quite sure that the hon. Gentle- catch their afternoon trains. He could —— 
Oe ciliates ti aminie. + at ff Cavendi 
man will refrain from accusing me of pot understand why hon. Members were Cecil, E 
stating what is not true. I quite accept’ reluctant to make a_ sacrifice. They Chambe 
what he has said, and I merely wish to went to great expense to get into the Chambe 
put myself straight with the Committee. House, and when they got in thet chee 
: viesieliiaiatalicis, | : : r 
[ am prepared to fight for my principles, | whole idea seemed to be to get out olf Churehil 
but I have never told lies. it again. He hoped the motion wou Cochran 
— ‘ ee Ohen, 
Mr. POWER said he acknowledged that be accepted. Collings, 
Se aT ere a certain ex . ; Colomb,s 
he was intimidated to a cert in extent by Question put. Colstne 
the presence of the right hon. Gentleman Cook. Si, 
the Leader of the House, and was not able — The Committee divided :—Ayes, 4 Corbett, 
to make his statement as clear as he would Noes, 218. (Division List No. 93.) eg 
ne ‘ox, Irwi 
AYES. Cranborn 
Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | Condon, Thomas Joseph. Gilhooly, James pubes, C 
Blake, Edward Crean, Eugene Hammond, John ewar,T’. 
Boyle, James Cullinan, J. Hayden, John Patrick Dickson, 
Burke, E. Haviland- Daly, James Jacoby, James Alfred Dickson-1 
Burns, John | Doogan, P. C. Jameson, Major J. Eustace ee 
Caldwell, James | Duffy, William J. Jones, David Brynmor(Swals F ixon-Ha 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Ffrench, Peter | Joyee, Michael pouslas, 
Carew, James Laurence | Field, William Kennedy, Patrick James — He 
Carvill,PatrickGeo. Hamilton | Flavin, Michael Joseplr | Lambert, George F ting %y 
Clancy, John Joseph ’ Flynn, James Christopher Layland-Barratt, Francis ieee 4 
rton, 
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Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W ) 
O’Doherty, William 
O'Donnell. T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon,N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 





O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipp'ry, Mid. ) 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manceh’r 
halfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Black, Alexander William 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) | 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

suxton, Sydney Charles 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharlesReady 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Dewar, T. K( T’rH’ mlets,S Geo. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder,Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCocktield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Win. Hart | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | 








Reddy, M. 


NOES. 
| Emmott, Altred 
| Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
| Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
| Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 


| FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gartit, William 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D.( Wednesb’y. 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS Edm’ nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG( Middx 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robt. Wm. 
Hare, Tinian Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tyneta’th. 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, James(Statiords.,N. W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampst’d) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope J. F(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick William 
Howard, Capt. J. (Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 


| Johnston, William (Belfast) 
| Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. 


Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh 


Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. | 


Kimber, Henr 


Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | 


Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. William EdwH. 
Lee, ArthurH( Hants. Fareham 
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Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare); 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sullivan, Donal 


| Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N. 


Ure, Alexander 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 

Lockwood, Lt-Col. A. R. 
Long,Rt. Hn Walter(Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Arthur Kirkman 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higyins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Rea, Russell 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 

Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
tige, Richard 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sandys, Lieut.-Cl. Thos. Myles 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Shaw-Stewart, M.H. (Renfrew 
Shipman. Dr. John G. 
Sineiair,Capt.John( Forfarsh. ) 
Smith, AbelH.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, James Parker( Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northn’ts. 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormski' k 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Max well, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Thorburn 


Walker, 
Warde, Lieut. 
Warner, 





Original Question again proposed. 
Mr. E. J. MORTON : 
refer to a matter which has been already 
referred to, but the point I wish to 
bring before the Committee has not 
previously been brought forward. The 


question I particularly wish to refer to, 


is one which my hon. friend has already 
given a certain reply to, but the main 
question to which I desire to make 
allusion is the position of warrant 
officers in the British Navy. In con- 
nection with it, may I point out that 
in my opinion it has not been adequately 
brought before the Committee. Par- 
ticularly at the commencement of a 
new Parliament, I may be allowed to 
bring forward certain considerations in 
regard to it, which have not been brought 
forward in this Parliament, although 


they have been in previous Parliaments. | 
'do not 


The point I want to make, andtheempha- 
sis | wish to lay on this question, is that 
it is not only a question mainly of justice 
to the warrant officers of the Service, 
it is not merely a question—although 
that is a wide way of looking at it— 
that affects the treatment of every 
rank and rating in the British Navy 
indirectly, but it is a question of supreme 
public importance. It is of great import- 
ance to the efficiency of the Navy itself, 
and especially a question which con- 
cerns a subject which at any rate used 

be regarded as the special constitu- 
tional duty of this House—namely, the 
economic administration of the finances 
of this country. I do not know whether 
hon. Members are aware of the fact 
that throughout the whole history of 
this country its naval strength has 
depended entirely on the personnel of 
the Navy. I believe there never was 
a naval war in which our ships in matters 
of construction have been superior to 
the ships of our enemy. 


{COMMONS} 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Col. William Hall 
-Col. C. E. 
ThomasCourtenayT. 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney Sir 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton Mr. 


I desire to| 
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| lously inferior at the time of the Armada, 
jand even down to Trafalgar the best 
'ships in the British Navy were ships 


taken from the French. The whole 
strength of the Navy throughout its 


history has depended on its personnel, 
and therefore it is a matter of supreme 
importance that we should regard per- 
sonnel as the most important element 
in our Navy. I would like to ask the 
attention of the Committee to the fact 
that it takes twice as long to make a 
| British seaman as to build a first-class 
battleship. It costs £300 from the 
/moment you first catch the boy until 
he becomes an ordinary and 
even then you do not get the full value 
out of him that you expect. He begins 
as an ordinary seaman, after £300 has 
been expended on him, at an average 
age of about eighteen years, but you 
get the full value out of him 
becomes an able seaman, at 
about twenty-one. Then he serves seven 
years, and at the age of twenty-eight 
he has his first opportunity of leaving 
the Navy altogether, or he can re-engage 


seaman, 


until he 





We were ridicu- 


for another ten years. It must be 
obvious to the Committee that the 
second ten years are of the greatest 


value. They are the best years of the 
man’s life, and he is fully competent. 
Now what happens? From twenty- 
eight to about thirty-one he has the 
opportunity of reaching the highest 
rating open to him—namely, that of 
warrant officer. He then has to go on 
for twenty years before he gets the 
opportunity of a rise at all, and then 
in a very few cases he becomes what 
is popularly known as a chief—chief 
warrant officer, chief gunner, or chief 
carpenter. He has then a few years 
of commissioned rank, and he retires 
with the honorary rank of lieutenant. 
But practically, with the exception of 
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these very few cases, all men at the 
age of from twenty-eight to thirty-one 
find a brick wall across their career, 
and they have got no further oppor- 
tunity of advancing. Contrast that 
with the condition of things in the 
Army. Will anyone maintain that the 
rank and file of the Army are superior 
in training, or education, or ability to 
the rank and file of the Navy? In the 
Army we havea special line of promotion, 
known as the quartermaster’s line, 
which is exclusively for men risen from 
the ranks, and such men can become 
lieutenants and captains. In one case 
I know of, a man who acted as major 
retired with the rank of colonel, re- 
ceiving the full value in pay and in 
every other respect of the rank that 
he nominally held. What is the result 
of the present regulation in the Navy ! 
and | ask the attention of the Committee 
to it. The result is that at the end of 
the first ten vears service, when a man 
is from twenty-eight to thirty-one, 
there is a more numerous leakage from 
the Navy than from any other Service 
under the Crown. I have the last 
Return, moved for by myself a year and 
a half ago. Untortunately the last year 
is 1895, but I would like to ask the 
attention of the Committee to the per- 
centage of men who, having served ten 
years In the Navy, did not join for a 
second ten years. The percentage in 
IX87 was just over 24 per cent.,in 1888 
just over 32 per cent., in 1889 over 
33 per cent., in 1890 over 32 per cent., 
in 1891 it was exactly 33 per cent., in 
1892, 29 per cent., in 1893, 23 per cent., 
in 1894, 21 per cent., and in 1895 it 
was again nearly 23 per cent. It should 
be remembered that every one of these 
men who did not rejoin cost the nation 
£300 as an initial charge before any 
advantage was got out of their services. 
lf, therefore, we could do something to 
induce a man to rejoin for another ten 
years who otherwise would not rejoin, 
we would undoubtedly save half the 
initial cost, or £150 on every man. 

It is pointed out to us and claimed 
by the warrant officers themselves that 
what they want is a career such as is 
offered to the common soldier in the 
Army. I know perfectly well that 
we cannot start on exactly the same 
lines, but we may do something analogous 
by giving commissioned rank to be exclu- 


{23 Marcu 1901} 


‘a career to every boy joining our Navy. 
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sively devoted to warrant officers, who 
would be allotted certain services. You 
might, for instance, allot the Ordnance 
Store Department to them, or the 
management of coaling stations might 
be handed over to warrant officers with 
commissioned rank. If you do that 
[ believe you will give a career, which 
will not only affect the warrant officers, 
but will loosen promotion all down the 
ratings of the Navy, and wili give the 
hope of a career to every boy joining 
the Navy. I wish the Committee to 
realise what we are losing by not giving 
such a line of promotion. What becomes 
of the men who do not rejoin! | remem- 
ber the reply of a previous Board of Admi- 
ralty to me on this point. They said 
whatever I might say about leakage 
in the Navy, and the want of a career, 
at any rate they could say that whereas 
the Army had a difficulty in recruiting 
the Navy had no such difficulty. That 
is no answer whatever. I can well 
believe that the Navy finds no difficulty 
in recruiting under existing circum- 
stances. First of all, the Navy is a popular 
Service in the imagination of every 
British boy, and in the second place, 
the parents of a boy know that the 
whole charge of his education and keep 
is taken off their hands, that he will be 
taught a trade at the expense of the 
nation, and that at the end of ten years, 
before he is thirty, he can leave the 
Navy a skilled tradesman—one of the 
best workmen in the country—who 
can get work anywhere. Further, in the 
American Navy, which has no training 
ships whatever, they are able to pay 
double the wages to their men that we 
can afford to pay, and they know that 
they can man their Navy out of men on 
whom we have spent £300 per man, and 
who have served ten years in our Navy. 
Some fifteen years ago, an agitation 
was got up in America to start a training 
ship for the American Navy. The then 
Secretary of the American Navy, in a 
public speech, said that they had no 
need for training: ships, because the 
American Navy could get any amount of 
the best material in the world—namely, 
British sailors who had served ten years 
in the British Navy. It seems to me 
singularly foolish to waste £300 per man 
for men tor the American Navy, but that 
need not be done if we would only offer 
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I know perfectly well, from previous 


experience, that no man in this House | men I feel most about, because they are 
is more sympathetic in his views than| the men who have the least power to 


my hon. friend in charge of this Vote. 
I know also that during the nine years 
I have been in this House we have had 


nearly all the naval professional Members | 
sympathetic with the idea of establishing | 
a line of promotion such as I have sug- | 
We also know that men, inclu- ) 


gested. 
ding previous First Lords of the Admi- 


ralty, gave, as my hon. friend acknow- | 
ledges, pledges on this question, and yet | 


nothing has been done. I recollect 
Mr. Goschen replying to me some years 
ago, and saying that 
realise that, inasmuch as nothing had 


been done, there must be grave reasons | 
against the proposal. It is a curious | 


fact, but we have never been able to get 
it stated what these reasons are. By a 
process of exhaustion and not by positive 


evidence, I have arrived at a conclusion, | 


and that is that the only persons who 
object are the Naval Lords of the Admi- 
ralty. They are the only body that I 
do not know to 
proposal. Knowing the sympathy of my 
hon. friend, and knowing that there 


exists very grave obstruction insome place | 


or other, | think I am justified in bringing | Committee, especially on Naval questions. 


the national importance of this question 
before the Committee, and putting it on 


a basis other than justice to the men | 


themselves. 


something in his reply on this and 
the other points that have been raised 
since he spoke last. 
into the arguments over again, because 
that would be redundancy, and would 
weary the Committee, but I 
specially direct the attention of my hon. 
friend to the question of the food of the 


men in the Navy, to which the senior | 


Member for Devonport has already re- 
ferred in detail. The hon. Member 
for the Wansbeck Division referred to 
the engine-room artificers. No doubt 
there is a conflict of opinion as to the 
facts in regard tothem. The only other 
point to which I especially wish to direct 
the attention of my hon. friend, is the 
question of the wages, particularly of 
the poorest paid of all—people in the 
dockyards. Nineteen shillings a week 
is very inadequate pay for a man engaged 


Mr. E. J. C. Morton. 


{COMMONS} 


I must surely | 


be in favour of this | 


'had served in the Navy ot 
|! have oniy to say, in conclusion, | 
that I hope my hon. friend will say | 


I am not going | 


would | 
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,on such work. It is the poorest paid 


| bring pressure to bear on their behalf. 
But, after all, the principal question 


hon. friend is that of the treatment of 
warrant officers, and that is a question 
not only of justice to the men, but 
of the efficiency of the Fleet, of the 
economic expenditure of the money 
voted by this House for the Navy, and 
of what the nation as a nation owes 
'to these men. There is no more loyal 
| body of men employed by the Govern- 
ment than these warrant officers. | 
will give an illustration of that. With 
the full consent of the officers they had 
carried on an agitation, but the moment 
‘the war broke out they announced 
publicly in their organ—the Warrant 
Officer's Gazette—that until the war was 
over, they would desist from all agita- 
tion for the redress of their grievances. 
Under these circumstances I think they 
are a body of men who are worthy of all 
the support which can be given them, 
but which at present is denied to them. 


Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) said 


he did not often intrude himself on the 


However, he had almost a hereditary 
interest in these matters, for mem bers of 
his family, for many generations back, 
various. 
monarchs in this country, and possibly 
more of them had risen to the highest 
commands in the Service than had come 
from any other family in the United 
Kingdom. He had listened with great 
interest to the speech of his hon. friend 
below him, in which he had touched on 
many questions, giving a very well 
merited word of praise to his hon. and 
gallant friend the Member tor the Woking- 
ham Division, who spoke with all the 
authority which appertained to an 
officer who had served twenty years in 
His Majesty’s Navy. There was one 
question on which the Secretary to the 
Admiralty had not been decisive, namely, 
the provision of a Roman Catholic 
chaplain to each squadron of the Navy. 
Although he himself was a Scotchman 
and a Presbyterian, he had considerable 
sympathy with hon. Members from 
Ireland in their demands for Catholic 
chaplains in the Navy. Hon. Members 
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opposite came of a grand fighting race, 
which had done splendid service in the 
Army and the Navy. If, as they said, 
and he believed it was true, they placed 
very great and exceptional value upon 
the services of their chaplain in times of 
accident or illness, as was shown by the 
picture drawn by his hon. and gallant 
friend as to what would be done in order 
to obtain ministrations of a clergyman, 
then in the interests of the country it 
was obvious that the Admiralty should 
grant the request of the hon. Members. 


Supply— 


Upon the general question of the Navy, 
he was not like some Members opposite ; 
he approved entirely of the amount which 
was being spent on the Navy, and only 
wished it were more, for he felt that the 
vital interests of the country were bound 
upin the Navy. He had a very personal 
and peculiar interest in the question of 
boilers. His grandfather, Lord Dun- 
donald, who was known in this House as 
Lord Cochrane, was the first to advocate 
the use of steam generated in water-tube 
boilers in all the vessels in the Navy, and 
did so with such importunity as was 
always necessary in order to get the 
Admiralty to adopt any change. He 
had been looking up some correspondence 
which had taken place between his 
grandfather and Lord Minto, who was 
First Lord of the Admiralty between 
1835 and 1841, after that noble Lord 
had been relieved from the cares of 
office. and when he took a very different 
view ot things from what he had done in 
office. Writing with “greater freedom 
and less responsibility’ in 1842, he said 
that it had been his intention to have 
fitted up a frigate with one of Lord 
Cochrane’s engines, with a view to the 
introduction of occasional steam power 
in all the ships of the line. Lord Coch- 
rane might wish to steam at a rate of 
ten miles an hour; his wish was much 
more humble—something equivalent to 
five knots an hour. He (the speaker) 
honestly believed that if it had not been for 
the action of the Members in this House 
five knots would have been the normal 
speed of the ships of the Navy at the 
present day. Lord Dundonald patented 


a water-tube boiler in 1843, which the 
hon. Member opposite, who spoke with 
great technical knowledge, assured him 
was the exact prototype of the tubular 
boilers at present used in the Navy. | 


Lord 


‘ndonald brought this boiler 
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professional position. 
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before the naval authorities, and finally 
the Admiralty commissioned a ship to be 
built in which to try them. It was found, 
however, when the ship was built that it 
was too small for the boilers, and that it 
could only put to sea in the calmest 
weather. The boilers had worked 
splendidly on land, and had given, satis- 
faction to the engineers, but when fitted 
on board ship they did not come up to 
expectation, and did not do the work 
which they ought to have done. Naval 
officers were a very unsuspicious race as 
a rule, but the working of the boilers 
was so extraordinary that when they 
returned to port the engines were taken 
to pieces and carefully examined. The 
engineers wrote a report on the matter 
to Lord Dundonald, in which they stated 
that to their astonishment they found in 
the middle suction pipe an elm plug 
driven in so hard that they were obliged 
to cut it out. Of course, any alteration 
on the ships of the Navy naturally met 
with considerable opposition, some of it 
ludicrous; for instance, that which 
objected to the introduction of steam on 
the ground that the smoke from the 
funnels would blacken the sails of the 
Fleet! He did not pretend to say that 
the failure of some of the boilers recently 
was due to any foul play, although it had 
been suggested that that had been the 
ease. But the new form of boilers now 
being tried was a modern invention, and 
engineers who had to deal with them 
had only been accustomed to work the 
old form of cylindrical boilers. Water- 
tube boilers required the most careful 
handling by highly scientifically trained 
men to get the best results out of them, 
and he did not believe that they were 
being tried in ail the ships under the 
most advantageous circumstances. That 
was all he intended to imply. His hon. 
friend had taken the best means to 
inform himself on the subject, and had 
called in the assistance of a committee 
of experts, whose opinion must carry 
great weight in the House and the 
country. He only hoped that these 
water-tube boilers, which had been sixty 
years before the country, would not be 
abandoned without sufficient reflection, 
inquiry, and experience. 


He had great sympathy with those 
hon. Members who urged the claims of 
engineers to an improvement in their 
The engineers 
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had legitimate complaints, and their 
demands should be conceded. The 
Victorian Order had _ recently been 
distributed on a certain ship, and the 
engineer, who probably did more work 
than anybody else on board, was the 
only officer who did not get an Order. 

The question of submarine — boats 
was of the very greatest importance, 
and he would like to know if the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Admiralty could not really furnish 
the Committee with some definite infor- 
mation in regard to the submarine 
boats under order. He believed that no 
submarine boat yet built had been a 
pronounced success, and he would like to 
know whether any means had been dis- 
covered of steering these boats under 
the surface. He also wanted to know 
whether provision had been made for 
the supply of patent fuel and liquid fuel, 
for both of these were of great im 
portance. 


Mr. GILHOOLY wished to direct 
attention to an accident which had 
eccurred in Berehaven Harbour on Ist 
March. A launch was sailing from 
H.M.S. fesolution ” to Berehaven 
with a crew composed of boys and a boy 
officer. The only able seaman on board 
was the coxswain, a man of long ex- 
perience, who was steering the boat, 
which, however, capsized and seven of 
the crew were drowned. In his opinion 
there must have been some mismanage- 
ment on the part of those in charge of 
the launch, because Berehaven was one 
of the safest harbours in the world. No 
doubt it was a rough day, but was it 
necessary that these boys should be sent 
off in a boat in a rough sea in command 
of only a boy officer?) And why were 
there no life belts provided in the boat ? 
The bodies had not yet been found, and 
he wanted to know, if they were found, 
whether the parents of these boys would 
get them for interment in the county 
ot Cork. 

He complained of the insulting 
and offensive treatment to which Irish 
sailors were subjected by an officer in 
charge of the “ Collingwood ” in Bantry 
Bay, who talked of Irish seamen as Irish 
pigs. If they wanted Irishmen to fight 
their battles either on sea or land they 
should be treated with ordinary respect 
and courtesy. He must say that it 
Mr. Cochrane. 


{COMMONS} 
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would be no surprise, if the men were 
treated in that fashion by aristocratic 
and ill-conditioned officers, that when 
they went into action the men would 
turn and give assistance to the enemy 
rather than to their officers. He in- 
sisted also that gross injustice was done 
in connection with the expenditure of 
the Admiralty in Ireland. Squadrons 
occasionally put into Berehaven, but 
their necessary supplies were brought 
over from co-operative stores in England, 
instead of being bought locally. Another 
thing was the manifest unfairness of 
paying the men on beard ships which 
were in an Irish port. It had frequently 
occurred that, although money was due 
to the men on a certain day, the payment 
was postponed until the ship put to sea, 
in order that the money might be spent 
in English ports. Moreover, a good 
many of the Irish sailors required the 
money in Ireland in order to assist their 
relatives. The hon. Gentleman had 
stated trom the Treasury Bench that 
ample provision had been made for the 
protection of Irish fisheries from illegal 
trawling. and that a gunboat had been 
commissioned for this protective work. 
To his own knowledge several steam 
beam trawlers from England had made 
incursions into Bantry Bay. It was 
true that the “ Fly ” was sent to watch 
them, but its speed was not sufficient 
to keep up with the swift trawlers, which 
had done very serious injury to the 
fishermen’s nets and lines. 


Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.) said he could 
have wished that the Secretary to 
the Admiralty had been a little more 
definite in his promise in regard to the 
provision of Catholie chaplains for Catho- 
lic seamen. He could not help feeling. 
in listening to the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman, that he did not seem to 
appreciate the passionate desire of Irish- 
men, no matter what their creed, for 
the ministrations of their clergymen 
in sickness or in danger of death. Some 
years ago an officer of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary drew his attention to the 
fact that although there was room 
enough for members of the force to 
grumble and growl about their duties. 
there was one thing they never objected 
to, and that was that when some poor 
stray outcast who had been arrested 


during the day was taken ill in the hours 
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of the night with a sickness which might | under existing circumstances any such 
possibly terminate in death, and wanted | number joining the Navy, he was per- 


the ministrations of the minister of the 
religion to which he belonged, there 
never was the slightest hesitation on 


the part of the members of the force in | 


at once Jumping out of bed, putting on 
their clothes, and rushing off for that 
minister. He mentioned this to show 
the right hon. Gentleman how great 
« boon it would be to Irish sailors 
it facilities were given them to have the 
ministrations of a chaplain of their own 


creed when in sickness or in danger of | 


death. 
Another matter to which 


preventing trawlers coming within the 
prescribed three-mile limit. So far as 
his constituency was concerned, he had 
to thank the Department tor having 
recently placed a gunboat at Drogheda 
Head. That boat, during the short time 
it had been there, had done remarkably 
good work in the interests of the fisher- 
men. The fishermen on the west coast 
ot Ireland required a little more protec- 
tion in this way than they could possibly 
receive from the six vessels which had 
heen referred to. The coast line of Ire- 
land was some 2,000 miles, and it was 


attention | 
had been drawn was the necessity of | 


rather too much to expect that six of even | 


the most efficient vessels would be able 
adequately to protect the fishing grounds 
of such an extensive coast line. This 
was a question of enormous importance, 
not only to the fishermen themselves 
hut to the Navy, the strength of which 
above all was in the personnel. If men 
were wanted tor the Navy no_ better 


| fectly convinced that if an Irish Parlia 
ment made a call the fishermen would 
not fail to respond to it. One thing, 
however, stood in the way of obtaining 
-any number of recruits among the Irish 
fishermen which did not exist one hun- 
dred years ago, which was that owing 
to the neglect of the British Government 
a large proportion of the fishing popula- 
tion had been swept away. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The topics with which the hon. Gentleman 
is now dealing I do not think are relevant 
to the question before the Committee. 


Mr. NOLAN said he bowed to the 
ruling of the Chairman, and would pass to. 
another point. He desired to draw 
attention to the necessity of providing 
piers and harbour accommodation in 
various parts of Ireland. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the pro- 
vision of piers and harbours was nothing 
to do with the Admiralty. They had no 
right to do anything with regard to piers 
and harbours. 

Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): Upon 
a point of order, Sir, we were certainly 
told we could speak on the question of 


| piers and harbours. 


provision could be made than by main- | 


taining the fishing industry ofthe country, 
trom which the very best recruits were 
drawn. France, at a considerable cost 
to herself, maintained and protected the 
tisheries for the special purpose of training 
men for the sea upon whom to fall back 
to man the Navy in time of need. He 


reminded the hon. Gentleman that the | 


lrish Parliament in the closing years of 


the eighteenth century, when the Empire | 


-or the Monarchy, as it then was— 
was in danger, voted no fewer than 40,000 
tor the Navy, and those 40,000 were 
Roman Catholic fishermen of the west 
and south coasts of Ireland. In 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Those are 
military works ; those which the hon. 
Member for South Louth has referred to, 
piers and harbours of refuge, do not 
come under the Navy Vote at all. 


Masor JAMESON said they had never 
been able to discover under what vote 
piers and harbours came. If they went 
tothe Board of Trade they were kicked 
out. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : If the hon. Gentle- 


/'man who is in charge of the Vote says 


that piers and harbours in Ireland do 
not come under this Vote, Ido not see 
how you can expect him to give an 
answer. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he did 


| not know that it was the desire of his 


the | 


course of a few years an Irish Parlia- | 


ment might be sitting in Dublin, and 
although he could scarcely conceive 








‘opportunity to do so. 


hon. friend to raise the question of 
piers and harbours, otherwise he would 
have advised him that this was not the 
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*Mr. ARNOLD -FORSTER : 

do not mind. I will reply to anything 
that I can, but I am unable to reply 
to questions with regard to piers and 
harbours or fisheries. 


{COMMONS} 
Oh, I! pleted its deliberations and had arrived 


Mr. NOLAN reminded the Secretary | 


to the Admiralty that he represented 
a maritime constituency, and upon that 
part of the coast of Ireland there was 
slender protection for vessels driven to 
seek shelter by stress of weather, and it 
would be to the advantage of the Navy 
and shipping in general, as well as the 
fishermen, if provision were made in the 
shape of suitable landing-places. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said it 
would perhaps be convenient if he 
were now to reply to the questions 
which had been raised. He was bound 
to say he was unable at this moment 
to answer them all, but if there was 
any part where the arrangements for 
landing required inquiry and alteration 
‘in order to increase the efficiency of the 
Navy, he would be glad to make that 
inquiry. He would answer the specific 
«questions which had been put to him. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I under- 
stand that the right hon. Gentleman 
now gives us an assurance that there 
shall be an inquiry into this question, 
because he says if there is anything 
worth inquiring into, he will inquire into 
if. 

*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
senior Member for Devonport had spoken 
of the victualling of the Navy, a question 
which was also referred to by the hon. 
Member for Portsmouth on the preceding 
night. Well, he agreed that there was 
room for readjustment in the victualling 
arrangements of the Navy. The Admi- 
ralty was of that opinion also, and had ap- 
pointed a Committee of Inquiry. The 
hon. Member com dlained that the Com- 
mittee had not reported at an earlier date 
in view of the considerable time that had 
elapsed since its appointment, but if he 
knew how enormous werethe transactions 
that the Admiralty had to conduct, and 
how very many considerations were in- 
volved in any change, he would 
not make such a complaint. He could 


assure him that the Committee had not 
wasted time, and he hoped to be able 
before long to announce that it had com- 


| with increased comfort. 
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at a conclusion which would be satisfac- 
tory to the men of the Navy. The food 
now supplied was neither insufficient 
nor inferior, but there was, he believed. 
room for variety, and possibly a change 
in the time for meals might be attended 
Then there was 
the question of the canteens, and as to 
that he was bound to say he was unin- 
formed at the present moment ; still, he 
undertook that the matter should have 
his careful consideration. As to cold 
storage, depots were being built at 
Malta and Gibraltar, and the use of cold- 
stored meat hadalready been introduced 
on the China Station, and the officers 
had reported most favourably on the 
condition of the meat distributed to the 
ships there. 

The hon. Member for Devonport 
had spoken of..the leakage of men 
from the Service as having amounted 
to 23 percent. But that was not leakage 
in the ordinary sense of the word. It 
consisted of men who, having completed 
their engagement on which they entered 
the Navy, had decided not to re-enter, 
and he should be inclined rather to sug- 
gest that the number of men who had 
re-engaged was remarkable. Indeed, the 
total had increased in recent years. The 
hon. Member for North Ayrshire hadgiven 
the Committeesome very interesting remi- 
niscences. He came of a gallant naval 
family, but probably the instruction he 
had given them was not necessary to 
provide a solution of the problems to 
which he applied it, namely, the question 
of the Belleville boiler. He urged that a 
trial should be given them from the 
scientific side, and he need have no 
doubt whatever but that it would be. 
He spoke, too, of submarine boats, but at 
that period of the evening it was im- 
possible to go into the matter at any 
length, the more so because the Admi- 
ralty had not yet had an opportunity of 
testing those boats for itself. All the 
information he could give was equally 
available to all hon. Members, and was to 
be found in the descriptions given by 
foreign authorities of the character and 
performances of these boats. The hon. 
Member for West Cork had insisted on 
the importance of protecting the Irish 
fisheries against trawlers, and he could 
only repeat that any specific instance of 
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neglect on the part of the Royal Navy 
should receive the prompt attention of 
the Admiralty authorities. The work 
of the Navy was already very heavy, and 
it was not intended that it should go 
outside its duty. It was not the duty of 
the Royal Navy to enforce local bye-laws 
for the protection of Irish fisheries— 
jAn Hon. Member: They are not local 
bye-laws.|—but any neglect or short- 
coming on the part of the Navy, if re- 
ported, should be inquired into. 


Supply— 


Mr. POWER : Can the hon. Gentleman 
say if the gunboats which have been 
placed at the disposal of the authorities 
for the protection of Irish fisheries are to 
be placed permanently on that duty ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said there | 
were five vessels belonging to the Royal 
Navy devoted to the work of protecting | 
the fisheries on the high and 
vessel had also been recently acquired by 
the Irish Government, over which the 
Admiralty had no control. 


Mr. JOYCE: I have a question down 
for Monday as to the names of the boats. 
Can the hon. Gentleman answer that 
now ! 


*\Mr. 


seas, 





ARNOLD-FORSTER : Sufficient 
for the day is the evil thereof. He could 
not trust his memory to give the names 
off-hand. As to thequestion of Roman 
Catholic chaplains for the Navy, he could 


of hon. Members fully before the Admi- 
ralty. He thought he could not be ex- 
pected to say more than that. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said hon. 
Members around him regarded the reply | 
of the hon. Gentleman on the subject of | ; 
the protection of Irish fisheries with some 
alarm. It was not correct to suggest 
that the bye-laws which the Navy were 
asked to enforce were local bye- Jaws. The | 
regulations were made by the Inspectors 
of Fisheries and confirmed by the Lord | | 
Lieutenant, and were as much the law of | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





the land as any law emanating from | 
Parliament. They were now told that 

five gunboats were set apart for the | 
protection of the fisheries. ‘The hon. 

Gentleman had asked for explicit in- | 
stances of neglect, but ever since he had 
been in the House he had heard repeated 
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| questions put on this question, and 
promises of protection given in reply, 
but no effective good had been done. 
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The Board of Agriculture, they were 
informed, had itself acquired a_ vessel 


for the work. Well, his information was 
that the vessel in question was a steam 
launch, the armament of which consisted 
of a double-barrelled shot gun. There 

were depredations continually going on 
|off the Irish coast. The fis shermen in 
| their small boats could not get up to the 
steam trawlers in order to secure their 
numbers, and as great efforts had been 
made to develop the Irish fisheries, large 
sums of money having been expended 
for the purpose, it was not unreasonable 
that the Irish Members should on behalf 
of the poor fishermen call on the Govern- 
ment to do its obvious duty inthe matter, 
and to put down illegality. He had 
himself seen French boats come within the 
limits over and over again, take fish and 
get off before the local boats could get 
near enough to detect the names of the 
vessels. He hoped the Admiralty would 
in the future pay more heed to this com- 
plaint than it had done in the past. Let 
them compare the treatment meted out 
to this important Irish industry with 
what was done in Australia. Ireland, it 
was admitted, contributed nearly three 
million sterling annually to the main- 
tenance of the Navy. The Australian 
colonies at the most spent £49,000, yet 
Ireland was refused the protection of a 
few gunboats, although she constituted 
a nursery for the Navy, and possessed 
one of the best fish-breeding grounds 
in the world. She also suffered 
great injustice in regard to the 
naval expenditure of this country. 
‘Surely she was entitled to have spent 
in Ireland a large proportion of the money 
she had to contribute for the Navy. But 
how did she fare in the matter of ship 
construction ! She got nothing back, 

and with the exception of Haulbowline, 

which he admitted had received more 
liberal treatment of late years, Ireland 
did not receive a pound of the expenditure 
on the Navy. There were two sources 
from which, apart altogether from dock- 

yard work and naval construction, Ireland 
might fairly expect to share in the ex- 
One was in the matter of 





penditure. 
victualling, and the other 


was in con- 
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nection with the discharge of seamen. |to serve before they got an increase of 
For many months in the year large pay. At present many of them received 
numbers of vessels were anchored off little more than 6d. per day increase when 
Berehaven—one of the finest harbours promoted to boatswain’s rank. They had, 
in the west of Europe—and yet nothing | however, to provide themselves with 
whatever was purchased in the town) new uniforms, and subscribe largely to 
if it could possibly be avoided. In Queens- the mess, their expenses being increased 
town harbour the same thing occurred, | by about 50 per cent. Yet their increase 
and although at one time it was cus- | of pay was only from 5s. 6d. to 6s. per 
tomary to pay vessels off in Irish harbours, day. Some special allowance ought cer- 
now they were sent to an English port | tainly to be made to them to help them 
for the purpose, and the Irish tradesmen meet the great additional expense cast 
lost the benefit which they might other- upon them by the promotion. Then 
wise gain from the seamen expending again, the carpenters of the Navy com- 
their wages on coming off a long com- plained of the very small amount of pay 
mission. That was surely not fair treat- they received ; although they had practi- 
ment for the wealthier country to extend cally the same rank and duties as foremen 
to her poorer neighbour, but still, it wasan_ in private yards. they got far less pay, and 
illustration of the niggardly manner in he suggested that they should be raised 
which the great spending Departments to &s. 6d. per day. Without such an 
of the State treated Ireland. The ex- | increase, how could they expect to get 
penditure on the Navy was increasing really good men for the positions ? The 
with enormous rapidity, and those | authorities were guilty of childish. cheese- 
responsible for it plunged into it heedless | paring practices in these matters. They 
of the developments which submarine | would strain at a gnat and swallow a 
engineering might produce. The tax- camel. They refused a_ shilling, but 
payer was groaning under the burden, weyld waste millions of money on 
the increase of which never gave satis- | Beltéville boilers and the like. Again. 
faction to those who were continually | there was the question of compassionate 
crying for more. ‘allowances to the wives and children 
of deserving warrant officers who died 
Masor JAMESON said the hon. in the Service. Why should not this 
Member for Devonport had commented | class have the allowance as well as 
on the difficulty of getting recruits for!the other classes!) Why should men 
the Navy. The remedy was to open up. who had risen from the ranks be debarred 
a career. It was well known that in the from having it!) It was simply scanda- 
Navy boys had not the same chance of lous. Next he wished to ask why no 
rising from the ranks as in the Army, protection was afforded to the Shannon, 
and he would ask the Secretary to the the largest river in the three kingdoms. 
Admiralty if it were not possible for a For seven years they had been knoeking 
warrant officer who had become chief at the Admiralty door, but they had failed 
engineer after probably forty years to induce the authorities to place a guard- 
service to obtain commissioned rank ship there. He thought that if a training 
within three years from that time! He ship were placed in the Shannon it 
would suggest that there were many would encourage the recruiting for the 
cases of warrant officers who had served , Navy in the south of Ireland, and he 
with great distinction for many years demanded that a gunboat be placed at 
who might advantageously be promoted | the mouth of the same river in order to 
to the rank of substitute lieutenant. protect the Irish fisheries from the in- 
During the last fourteen years he be- roads of the French trawlers. Those 
lieved there had only been three warrant vessels were allowed to poach in Irish 
officers so promoted, and he feared it was | waters with impunity, and although he 
the case that the commissioned ranks had ealled attention to this matter two 
of the Navy were closed to deserving men | years previously the Government had 
even after thirty-five or forty years of done nothing. Ireland paid one-twelfth 
distinguished service. Another matter of the cost of the Navy, and it was only 
to which he wished to draw attention | just that they should derive some benefit 
was the length of time petty officers had | from it. 


Mr. Flynn. 
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Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.) asked 


whether the five gunboats alluded to 
were for the protection of Irish fisheries 
lone or for the fisheries of the three 
kingdoms ! 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, they 
are for the protection of Ireland alone. 


*Mr. O'SHEE complained that no 
good had been done by these vessels, 
and thought it was a somewhat remark- 
able fact that the one vessel which had 
been placed at the disposal of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture had been able to 
do more tor the protection of Irish 
fisheries in the short time it had been 
engaged in that task than these five 
boats altogether during the whole time 
they had been on the coast. Whilst 
that boat had had many prosecutions, 
not a single case had been brought 
forward by the other five. If those 
vessels had been doing their duty they 
had been doing it in a most extraordinary 
manner, and he hoped that some in- 
quiry would be made as to the mode 
in which they carried out their duty. 
He was glad to see that steps were at 
last being taken to see the importance 
of the submarine boats. If those boats 
were able to do half what was claimed 
tor them, then the present gigantic 
expenditure for naval construction 
was entirely uncalled for. A submarine 
hoat could be built for £25,000 and 
manned by ten men, and if it were true 
that they were able to combat the big 
ships which the Government were 
building, those ships would be absolutely 
except for carrying the sub- 
marine boats to places where they were 
to work. It was important that the 
Government should) make up their 
mind quickly as to the nature of these 
If they were all that was claimed 
for them, it would render unnecessary 
the £9,000,000 which was now being 

o 
expended on new battleships. He did 
with the suggestion that 
guardships and training ships should be 
placed on the coast of Ireland for the 
purpose of inducing young Irishmen 
to join the Navy, because he regretted 


useless 


vessels, 


sebinrigs 
not agree 
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that his young countrymen should 


ever be persuaded to enter the Service. 
The first use of the Navy was the defence 
of our shores, and for this purpose the 
money required ought not to be half 
the amount that was asked. The pro- 
per way to defend our shores was to 


adopt a short service conscription for 


home defence, and if that were done 
there would be no fear of invasion. 
and, so far as home defence was con 


cerned, this huge expenditure on the 
Navy would be unnecessary. Why 
should the Government set up the 
standard that the Navy of this country 
should be larger than the combined 
fleetsof France and Russia! Italy, which 
had as large a coast to defend, set up 
no such standard, nor was she in a 
constant state of fear and trembling 
lest her shores should be invaded. And 
if it came to a question of protecting 
foreign trade, he would point out that 
neither Germany nor the United States, 
the great trade rivals of this country, 
had anything like so large a navy. While 
there were Catholics in the Navy it 
would be, he thought, to the interest 
of the country and the Government 
to give every opportunity for them 
to receive the ministrations of their 
religion. He was sorry to see so many 
Irish Catholics in the Navy, and he 
thought it the duty of all true Irishmen, 
until self-government was granted to 
Ireland, to advise all young Irishmen 
to refrain from joining the Service. 
A hundred years ago two-thirds of the 
men in the Navy were Irishmen, and 
it was the fighting qualities of those 
men that made the Navy so successful 
at that time. It was not the guns that 
won our battles, but the fighting courage 
of the men who, boarded the ships of 
the enemy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in_ his 
place, and claimed to move, ‘ That 
the Question be now put.” 

Question put, “That the Question 
be now put.” 


fod 


The Committee divided :— Ayes, 177 ; 
Noes, 77. (Division List No. {)4.) 


AYES. 


Acland- Hood, Capt. SirAlexF, 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnoli-Forster, Hugh O. 
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Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Baldwin, Alfred 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 


Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
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Balfour, Rt. Hn.Ger. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bignold, Arthur 

Biewood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bull, William James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J( Birm. 
Chamberlain, Austen(W ore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow ) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath im 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Diekson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dixon-Hartland,Sirkd. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. HonSir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon, Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane'r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’mlets 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury ) 
Greene, SirE W(BrySEdi’nds 


Supply 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexande 

Blake, Edward 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill,PatrickGeo. Hamil ton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Doogan, P. ©. 
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Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris, F. L. (Tynemouth) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hantey) 
Heath, Jas. (Staffords., N. W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, 8S. W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Sonierset, E. 
Hope,J.I.(Shettield, Brightside | 
Howard, J.(Midd.. Tottenham ) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C, 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard C. 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Beltast) 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William Edw. H 
Lee, ArthurH (Hants. Fareham 
Legee, Col. Hon Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, KtHn. Walter( Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles(Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, fan 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W..J.H.(Dumfriessh 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptf’rd 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt HnAGraham(Bute 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) | 
Nicholson, William Graham 
NOES. 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duily, William J. 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Hardie,J, Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Herbert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Penn, Jobn 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos. Myles 
Seely,Charles Hilton( Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edw. T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.( Renfrew 
Skewes-Cox. Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
Stewart. SirMarkJ M‘Tavgart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir Jolin M, 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Nanier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,ColSirC E H(Shettield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE( Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wilson, A.Stanley( Yorks, E.R. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Kt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmart hen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(‘Tippera’y Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
(Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O Malley, William 
O'Mara, James 
(Shaughnessy, P. J 
O’Shee, James John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


(Juestion put 
sum, not ‘ 
granted to His Majesty, 
Expenses of Wages, ete.. 
Seamen and Boys, Coast 


Acland-Hood.Capt. Sir Alex. Fy 
Aenew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
Asher, Alexander 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 


Bagot, 0 Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, ¢ ‘olonel James Robert 
Baird,John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt, Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Bignold, Arthur 
Biewood, Jaines 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith. 
Se 
Bull, William James 
Caldwell, James 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. ¢ ‘ameron (Glas sow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Diekson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- , 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Duke, Henry award 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
‘atton 


Egerton, Hon. A. de T 





| Sinclair, 


accordingly, “That a 
exceeding £5, 
to defray the 
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Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rige, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Capt. John(Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Samnel (Flint) 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C.R.(Nrtha’ts 


760.000, be 


to Officers. The 
Guard, and Noes, 53. 
AYES. 


Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJd.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Broeklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘T’rH’mlts 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm/nds 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Ld.G. (Mids. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon, Rbt. Wi. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton(Tynem th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Heath, A. Howard (Hanley) 
Heath,James (Statfords. N. W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higeinbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E.) 
Hope, J. F.(Shettield, Bright’de 
Howard, J.(Midd., 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, Win. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kenyon, aon: G. T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,.Col. W(Salop) 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee,Capt. A. H (Hants, Farehm 
Legve, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leighton, Stanley 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol,S. 





Committee 
(Division List No. 95.) 


Tottenham | 





Navy Estimates. 1958 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thompson, E.C., —— N. 
White, Luke, (York, E, 2.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Royal Marines, which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 


1902.’ 


divided :— Aves, 196 > 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft 
Lueas, ReginaldJ (Portsmouth) 
Macartney, RtHnW.G, Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, : harles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Maxwell, RtHnSirH. E.(Wie'n 
Maxwell, W...H.( Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmartken) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 


Rige, Richard 
Ropner, 5 ‘olonel Robert 
tound, James 


Royds, Clement eananies 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford - 
Sandys, Lt. Col. “Thos Myles 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Sharpe, William Edw: ew dys 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew' 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer,Rt. Hn.C. R (N’rth’nts 
Stanley, HonArthur(Ormskirk 
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Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tageart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 


Adjournment of 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 
Blake, Edward 


‘COMMONS} 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. SirC. E. H(Shef’d 
Walker, Col. Wm. Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Wason,John Catheart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Ta’nt?n 
Welby, SirChas. G. E. (Notts 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell( Birm 


NOES. 


Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 
Hardie, J. K.(MerthyrTydvil) 





the House. 


Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. Bath 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Rbt. Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES —Nir 
William Walrond and Myr, 
Anstruther. 
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O'Doherty, William 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W. 
(Y Dowd, John 


Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutiy, William J. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Joyce, Michael 


Lundon, W. 


Murphy, J. 


CIVIL SERVICES 

2. £24 2s., Excesses. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND | said he 
thought that under the circumstances 
the Government ought to be allowed to 
get this Vote. 


EXCESSES, 1899-1900. 


Resolution agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next ; Committee to sit again upon 
Monday next. 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
‘dered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 


Co. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, towards making good the 
Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
Service of the years ending on the 31st 


day of March, 1900 and 1901, the sum 


of £5,229,355 2s. be granted out of the 
Consolidated Fund of the United King- 
dom.—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he 
understood that this was only a formal 
proceeding, and that there was no inten- 
tion of proceeding to put the question. 
CHANCELLOR THE EX- 
(Sir M. BEAcH, 


OF 
HIcks 


THE 
CHEQUER 





Hayden, John Patrick 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Kendal(‘Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N. 

( Y Kelly, James; Rosconuion.N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
(Shee, James John 

Power, Patrick Jose; 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Watertord) 
fedmond, William (Clare 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion 
Sullivan, Dona! 


NOES 
and 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Sir Thomas Esmond: 
Captain Donelan, 

Bristol, W.) It is necessary to take this 

Vote now, but it is a purely formal pro 

ceeding. It is simply authorising the 

payment out of the Exchequer of sums 
already voted by the House in Comittee 
of Supply tor the present year. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

2. Motion made, and () 
posed, ‘That, towards making 
the Supply granted to His Majesty tor 
the Service of the year ending on the 
3lst day of March, 1902, the sum of 
£44,721,500 be granted out of the 
Consolidated Fund of the United King 
dom.” —(Mr. Chancellor of the Lchequer.) 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I under 
stand that this Committee is for the 
purpose of enabling these sums to be 
put into the Appropriation Bill, and 


lestion pro 


wood 


that when the Bill is introduced the 
whole question can be discussed. [The 
CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER: Hear, 


hear.| If lam right in that contention 
I shall allow it to go. “4 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next ; Committee to sit again upon 
Monday nexts 
Adjourned at ten minutes 


before Seven of the clock 
till Monday next. 
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Returns, 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 25th March, 1901. 
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SAT FIRST. 
The Viscount Esher sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his father. 


TOOK THE OATH. 
The Lord Byron took the Oath. 


LILL 


ELLAND GAS BILL [u.1.}. 
Petition for additional provision, of 
E the Elland-cum-Greetland Gas Company 
b under their common seai; together with 
. the clause and Amendments annexed 
E thereto; read and referred to the 
> Examiners. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 





LANCASHIRE 
BILL [H.1.}. 


: Committed: The Committee to be pro- 
|. posed by the Committee of Selection. 


SOUTH TRAMWAYS 


~ HENRY DIAPER AND COMPANY 

(DELIVERY WARRANTS) BILL [H.1.]. 
L =eRead 3% and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 





CMCHE O 


NORTH-EAST LONDON RATLWAY 
BILL [HL] 

Standing Order No. 92 considered 
(according to order) and dispensed with, 
| with respect to a petition of Messrs. Baring 
© Brotiaers and Company, Limited : Leave 
S given to present the said petition. 


OTIETILE He 


RETURNS, REPORTS, 
BOARD EDUCATION. 

' Revised regulations of 21st March, 

1901, as to certificates of age, proficiency, 

and school attendance. 


ary 
HTC. 


OF 


UNITED STATES, No. 1. (1901). 

Correspondence respecting the Con- 
vention signed at Washington, 5th Feb- 
tuary , 1900, relative to the establishment 
of a «communication by ship canal between 
the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. 


EMIGRATION STATISTICS (IRELAND). 
Report and tables for the year 1900. 
VOL. XCL. 


[FouRTH SERIES. } 





25 Marcu 1901} 
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Reports, We. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 
1882 AND 1888. 

Special Report by the Board of Trade, 
under Section 1, Electric Lighting Act, 
1888; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 1.) Bill; St. Marylebone 
Electric Lighting (No. 2.) Order, 1901. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2565. Austria-Hungary (financial 

condition of Hungary). 

EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION AT A FELT 


HAT WORKS, DENTON, NEAR MAN- 
CHESTER). 


Report to the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, by Cap- 
tain J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s 
Chief Inspector of Explosives, and 
H. S. Richmond, Esq., His Majesty’s 


Superintending Inspector of Factories, on 
the circumstances and probable causes of 
the explosion which occurred at the felt 
hat works of Messrs. Joseph Wilson and 
Son, Denton, near Manchester, 14th 
January, 1901. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889. 

Abstract of Accounts for the University 
of Aberdeen, for the year ended 15th 
September, 1900, being the Annual Report 
on the state of the finances of the Univer- 
sity, under the provisions of Section 30 of 
the Act. 


COMMITTALS (IRELAND). 
Returns from Clerks of the Crown and 
Peace of the number of persons committed 
for trial in 1900. 


SUPERANNUATION, 

Treasury Minute, dated 16th March, 
1901, declaring that for the due and 
efficient discharge of the duties of the 
oflice of junior inspector (science and art) 
in the department of agriculture, etc., in 
Ireland, professional or other peculiar 
qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired 
in the public service are required. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SIR JOHN SOANE’S MUSEUM. 
Statement of the funds, 5th January, 
1901. Delivered (pursuant to Act), and 


| ordered to lie on the Table. 


2P 





Public 
PETITIONS. 


TRAMWAYS (CONSENTS OF 
AUTHORITIES). 

Petition against the Amendment of 

Standing Order No. 22, of Wandsworth 
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LOCAL 


Corporation ; read, and ordered to lie on - 


the Table. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 
Petition against the sale of, on Sundays; 
of meeting at Chertsey; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


MILITARY INSTRUCTION (SCHOOLS 
AND CADETS) BILL [H.t}. 

A Bill to provide for the regulation 
of military instruction in schools and 
in cadet corps and companies and cadet 
battalions was presented by the Vis- 
count Frankfort de Montmorency ; read 
1“; and to be printed. (No. 26,) 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL §u.1.}. 
House in Committee (according to 
order). 


Clauses 1 to 9 agreed to. 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, I ask 
leave to move an Amendment which 
I regret | have not had time to place on 
the Paper. It will take the form of a 
new clause, and it deals solely with cases 
of subsidence. In many parts of the 
country libraries are apt in this way to 
be seriously damaged, and in certain 
cases, especially in my own county, 
buildings have a habit of disappearing 
altogether. In such cases, of course, it 
is impossible to reinstate the building out 
of the proceeds of the penny rate. I 
understand that Lord Windsor is in favour 
of the new clause, which has been 
framed in accordance with the suggestions 
of the Local Government Board. 

Moved, to insert. as a new clause, 
“Where in any borough or urban dis- 
trict the building provided under the 
principal Act shall be damaged through 
the subsidence of the ground, any ex- 
pense incurred by the Town Council 
or Urban District Council in the repair 
of the damage thereto shall not be 
reckoned for the purpose of any limita- 


{LORDS} 


Libraries Bill. 


tion of rate under Section 2 of that Act.” 
| (Lord Newton.) 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortry) expressed doubt 
_as to whether the clause would read. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR 
Earl of Hatspury): I have only just 
seen this Amendment. It has nothing 
to do with the Section 2 referred to. nor 
do I understand it. 


(The 


THE Earn oF MORLEY : What is “ that 
Act”? 


Lorp NEWTON: The principal Act. 


*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLFour OF BUR LEIGH): Would 
it not be better if the noble Lord placed 
the new clause on the Paper for the 
Standing Committee. which will noi 
meet before Easter?) There would thy 
be time to consider it. 
| 
| Kart SPENCER : I think we ought t 
have notice of an Amendment of this 
character before considering it. Ji i 
rather irregular to ask us to approve oi 
this clause to-day. when we have 
had an opportunity of seeing it. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: The nob 
Lord the Secretary for Seotland su ove! 
that the Amendment should be 
with by the Standing Committ. 
would like to ask if it is clear that 
Amendment, which seeks to do away wii 
the limit as to rating, is onethat ean b 
dealt with in the Standing Committe 
*Lorp WINDSOR: The new‘ liu 
would only take effect in a very lina’ 
'number of cases. In cases where u 
sidence has occurred it is impossil)’ 
if the limit of a penny rate is insisted \ipon 
to make the building again available 1 
public use. 


THe Eart or MORLEY: Doe 
noble Lord move the new clause now 
Lorp NEWTON: IT am quite 
different when it is moved. | will 
it on the Report Stage if it is desired 


Amendment, by leave of the H. 
withdrawn. 
‘ 
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Clause 10 :— 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH: 
[ am afraid [ must ask your Lordships 
to delete this clause. This is a_ Bill 
drafted to amend the English Acts, and 
to apply it wholesale to Scotland would 
cause a very great deal of confusion. 


The Bill. I believe, has been previously | 
It was a_ private) 


before Parliament. 
Member's Bill in another place, and was 
allowed to pass as applying to England 
and Ireland only. I do not think there 
has been any suggestion before that it 
should be applied to Scotland. and. 
according to the best advice I can get, to 
do so would be to introduce a great deal 
of confusion. The first sub-section of 
this clause interprets the expressions 
“urban district ” and “ urban authority,” 
but those words are only used in one 
clause of the Bill—Clause 5—and that 
clause is wholly inapplicable to Scotland. 
In addition, if this Bill was to be applied 
to Scotland, the proper authority in 
Scotland would be, not the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but the Secretary for 
Scotland. 
the great majority of the clauses are 
not applicable to Scotland at all. Some 
of them would be of no use, and some 
would be positively harmful. I hope, 
therefore, that as the Bill now stands 
it will not be applied to Scotland. 
There is no necessity whatever to 
do so, although I am _= quite pre- 
pared to admit that there are one or 
two provisions which, if picked out from 
the rest of the Bill and specified in an 
application clause, might possibly be of 
use in Scotland. I hope that at this 
stage, at any rate, the Amendment which 
I have placed on the Paper will be accepted. 
If representations reach me before the 
Bill goes to the Standing Committee, | 
shall be quite prepared to consider the 
application of one or two of the clauses 
to Scotland. In the meantime, I beg to 
move the omission of Clause 10. 


{25 Marcu 1901} 


I am prepared to prove that | 
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' parts of Scotland from persons interested 
| in public libraries advocating the applica- 
tion of this Bill to Scotland ; but as the 
objections to that course appear to be 
serious, | will accept my noble friend’s 
suggestion and communicate with him 
before the Bill is taken in the Standing 


| Committee, inthe hope that | may arrange 


with him that certain parts of the Bill 
shall apply to Scotland. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Moved, To insert as a new clause, 10, 
* This Act shall not apply to Scotland. "— 
(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


New Clause agreed to. 


Ear SPENCER : It may be irregular 
to go back, but I did not understand 
that the noble Lord opposite desired 
Ireland to be struck out of the Bill. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 
I did not. 

Earn SPENCER: But it has been 
struck out. 

*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 


I would point out that Clause 10 applies 
only to Scotland. 


EarL SPENCER: 


Lord’s pardon. 


I beg the noble 


Clause 11 agreed to. 
Clause 12 :— 


*Lorp WINDSOR: I have communi- 
cated with the noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack with reference to this 
clause, which provides for the exemption 
of library managers from liability in 
certain cases. The noble and learned 
Lord objects to the clause as it stands, 
and | propose to amend it in a way 


' which will, | hope, remove that objection. 


Moved, “To leave out Clause 10.”— 
(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


*Lorp WINDSOR: After what my, 


noble friend the Secretary for Scotland | 
has stated, I shall not press the clause. 
At the same time I may mention that I | 
had communications from many 


have 


The clause. as I propose to amend it, 
will read— 
‘A person shall not be entitled to institute 


any legal proceedings against a library 
authority or any member, officer, or servant 


| thereof, or against the managersiof any library 


established otherwise than under the principal 
Act, in respect of libellous matter in any book 
kept for use in, or circulation from, their 


aP2 





1067 


library, unless he has first instituted legal pro- 
ceedings against the author, publisher, or | 
printer, and that one of such persons has been | 
convicted or adjudged to pay damages on 
account of libellous matter contained in the 
said book.” 

Amendment moved— 

‘*In line 6, to omit ail words after ‘library’ 
to the end of the clause, and toinsert *‘ unless 
he has first instituted legal proceedings against 
the author, publisher, or printer, and that one 
of such persons has been convicted or adjudged 
to pay damages on account of the libellous 
inatter contained in the said book.’”—( Lord 
'Vindsor.) 


Scottish Pre shyte rian 


THE Earn. or HALSBURY: [thought 
it desirable that Clause 12 should be 
amended. on the ground that it was 
both entangled, and, in come respects, 
unjust. I am told—and I think there is 
some foundation for the statement 
that people occasionally use the law of 
libel for the purpose of blackmailing 
library committees and managers, who 
have no knowledge of the circumstances, 
and who invariably yield to the pressure 
of a threat of action and pay rather 
than defend the action. 
not think it is unreasonable to say that 
hefore a person shall be entitled to proceed 
against a library committee, he must 
proceed, in the first instance, at all events, 
against either the author, printer, or 
publisher, and that one of such persons 
shall have been convicted or adjudged to 
pay damages on account of the libellous 
matter in question. The sole object of 
library authorities is to supply literary 
food to the neighbourhoods in which 
they may be established, and they ought, 
therefore, to be protected. Ido not think, 
however, that it would be right to give 
the immunity to the library authority 
proposed by sub-Section 2 of this clause, 
and [ am glad that my noble friend pro- 
poses to delete that sub-section. 

Lorp AVEBURY: The noble and 
learned Lord will remember that the 
trustees of the British Museum have lad 
legal proceedings taken against them 
in connection with books in the Museum 
library when they had no notice whatever 
that there was anything libellous in them. 
In the case of the British Museum there is 
an obligation which does not apply to 
other libraries, and | should like to ask 
the noble and learned Lord whether he 
is satisfied that the trustees of the British 
Museum will be sufficiently protected by 
this clause. 


Lord I} “indsor. 


{LORDS} 
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THE 1 think 


so. 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 12, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 13 :— 


Amendment moved- 


** After line 35, to insert ‘any expenses in 
eurred by the Common Council of the City 
of London or by a_ metropolitan borough 
council under the Museums and Gymnasiums 
Act, 1891, sv far as they are not defrayed hy 
fees and other money received under the Act, 
shall be defrayed in the manner in which ex- 
penses incurred by that council under the 
principal Act are payable. ”’—( Lord Windsor.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Clause 13, as amended, agreed to. 


Remaining clause agreed to ; 
committed to the Standing Committee ; 
and to be printed asamended. (No. 27.) 


SCOTTISH PRESBYTERIAN SOLDIERS 
IN INDIA—USE OF GOVERNMENT 
CHURCHES. 

*LorpD STANLEY or ALDERLEY 

asked the Under Secretary of State for 

India how many churches had been built 

for Scottish Presbyterian soldiers, and at 

what cost, since the Highland soldiers 
on their return from Dargai were refused 
admittance to the garrison church ; and 
whether the Quartermaster General 
would not be the fittest person to decide 
as to the use of garrison or cantonment 
churches. Several questions had been 


‘asked on this subject in the House of 


Commons, and the questioners had always 
been referred to the Blue-book now on 
the Table; but that Blue-book did not 
shed any light whatever upon the reason 
why a change was made, and why the 
disposition of the churches was taken 
away from the military authorities. 
There were two grievances in this matter 
—the grievance of the Scottish Presby- 


terian soldiers, and the grievance of the 


taxpayers of India. The first that was 
heard of this by the public was after the 
battle of Dargai. The Highland regi- 
ment, after they had returned from the 
engagement to the cantonment, were 


Bill re- 
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retused admittance to the garrison mischievous, but not to any other im- 
church. The colonel was told that he portant see, where he might be equally 
might hold the service in the open mischievous. 
air, but this he refused to do, saying With regard to the Scottish Presby- 
he would not expose the soldiers to the terian soldiers, this question had been 
risk of sunstroke. Two alternatives wrongly treated as a religious question 
were submitted to him. He was offered in the Blue-book. It ought to have been 
a dirty barrack room, and, of all places treated as a national political question. 
in the world, a disused play-house or The Church of Scotland was equal in 
theatre, in which no Scottish Presby- importance to the Church of England 
terian would think of worshipping. in the matter of the treatment it deserved. 
There was great speculation as to who Her late Majesty the Queen used always 
had proposed this alteration, and some to attend the Presbyterian Church when 
accused the Viceroy, merely on the ground in Scotland. It was one of the first prin- 
that his father was a clergyman. But ciples of the law of nations that countries 
the Viceroy arrived in India subsequent had equal rights, irrespective of their 
to this incident. so could not be held re- size, and as the Church of Scotland was 
sponsible. Moreover, anyone who knew the Church ot a separate nation it should 
Lord Curzon would not suppose for one be treated with full respect. The action 
moment that he was a man who would of the authorities in disregarding the 
inaugurate such a change. It was next rights of that Church constituted a slur 
suggested that the alteration was made upon it ; and the exhibition of bigotry 
by Dr. Welldon, the Bishop of Caleutta, that had been displayed was to be greatly 
though the Presbyterians said that on regretted. It was bigotry such as this 
account of his tolerance they were not with regard to the keys of the shrines 
afraid of him, but of his successor. But in the Holy Land which led to the 
Dr. Welldon was not always of the same Crimean War. The Bishop of Lahore 
mind, as might be seen from some of his had made a proposal that when churches 
public utterances. For instance, he had were consecrated only the chancel 
invited the prayers of non-Christians for should be consecrated, and that the nave 
Her late Majesty on the occasion of her should be left open to Scottish Presby- 
eightieth birthday; this had raised the terian soldiers. He thought this a very 
Bishop of Colombo against him. Lately good proposal. Coming to the other 
he preached in his cathedral on mis- grievance—to the taxpayers of India— 
sionaries in a sense which would satisfy he contended that it was not right, more 
the requirements expressed recently by especially in the year of famine, that 
the noble Marquess at the head of the they should be put to great expense in 
Government, though he said nothing less finding more churches for an alien re- 
than what a Christian bishop was bound ligion when the buildings used by mem- 
to say; the week after he preached bers of the Church of England would 
a sermon in support of vivisection. suffice. He hoped it was not too late for 
This was most injudicious, as both the Indian Government to take steps to 
Hindoos and Mussulmans are strongly put an end to this state of things. It had 
against it, besides it being against a very bad effect on the Hindoos and 
biblical teaching. Later on he com- Mussulmans to see Scottish soldiers out- 
mitted himself still further by calling casted in this way, and to see that Chris- 
upon the Government of India to: tians were so divided that they could not 
have the Bible taught in Hindoo and even worship in the same church. 
Mussulman schools. Against this the 
Bishop of Bombay protested, and said it! *THe UNDER SECRETARY © or 
would be the best way to empty the STATE ror INDIA (The Earl of Harp- 
schools and to break faith with the WICKE): The noble Lord has travelled 
Hindoos and Mussulmans. It was 
rumoured that Dr. Welldon was to be} 
translated to the see of London. Since 


over a somewhat extended area in the 
course of his remarks, and I shall find it 
that see had been filled it was still stated | difficult to follow him and to give him 
that he was coming to London. He} information on all the points on which he 


(Lord Stanley) thought he ought to be ‘desires enlightenment. In the first 
translated from Calcutta, because he was’ place. | think the noble Lord is under 
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some misapprehension when he says that 
the question of worship in English 
churches in India was taken away from 
the military authorities. Consecrated 
churches in India, as the Blue-book will 
show, have always been under the control 
of the Anglican Church. The question 
was put to the law officers of the Crown, 
and they reported that the consecration 
of Anglican churches involved an under- 
taking that they would be appropriated 
to the Church of England, and the 
Government of India cannot properly 
require that they should be used by other 
bodies without the consent of the autho- 
rities representing the Church of England. 
The noble Lord referred to Bishop Well- 
don, and, though he praised some of his 
public statements, | understood him to 
condemn others. None of the matters 
to which the noble Lord reterred in con- 
nection with Dr. Welldon’s remarks, so 
far as I can understand, had any refer- 
ence whatever to the question on the 
Paper ; but, as a matter of fact, Dr. 
Welldon has stated his opinion on this 
subject very clearly. In a circular he 
addressed to the clergy of India in May, 
1899, after Lord Curzon had brought in 
new regulations with regard to the 
worship of Scotch Presbyterians in 
Anglican churches, he said that he eould 
not but believe that with reasonable 
consideration on both sides the difficulty 
which had arisen with reference to the 
churches might almost, if not entirely, 
disappear. He added that where there 
were no Nonconformist buildings, or 
none that were sufficiently large or suit- 
able, it could only be a privilege to admit 
Nonconformists at convenient hours to 
the use of churches belonging to the 
Church of England. 


The noble Lord asked me how many 
churches have been built for Scotch 
Presbyterian soldiers, and at what cost. 
since the Highland soldiers on their 
return from Dargai were refused admit- 
tance to the Garrison church. The | 
India Office has no information of any 
kind as to the refusal to admit these 
soldiers to the Garrisonchurch. I donot 
know where the noble Lord has obtained 
his information. ‘There is no reference 
to it in the Blue-book in any corre-| 


spondence that has passed between the 
Government of India and the Secretary 
of State during the past two years. As 


The Earl of Hardwicke. 
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Disabled Soldiers, 


I am not able to say when this incident 
occurred, I cannot tell the noble Lord 
how many churches have been built 
since the incident. But I can tell him 
that separate churches for Presbyterian 
worship have already been erected, partly 
or wholly at the expense of the Govern- 
ment, at Calcutta, Madras, Bangalore 
Secunderabad, Bombay, Karachi, Poona, 
Allahabad, and Dalhousie. ‘The noble 
Lord referred to a proposal that had been 
made by the late Bishop of Lahore 
to consecrate the chancel of newly- 
erected churches, and leave the body 
of the church open for Presbyterian 
worship. The Bishop of Lahore made 
that proposal at the time when the regu- 
lations of 1898 were in force. Lord 
Curzon introduced new regulations in 
1899, and I believe the present Bishop of 
Lahore is pertectly satisfied with the exist- 
ingarrangements. The Government has 
decided, wherever the Presbyterian com- 
munity is sufficiently large, to erect 
churches for their use which will not 
be consecrated The places at which 
these churches will be erected are 
Rawalpindi, Sialkot, Cherat, Bareilly, 
Chakrata, and Peshawar. 

The noble Lord next asked me whether 
the Quartermaster General would not 
be the fittest person to decide as to the 
use of garrison or cantonment churches. 
That is obviously a proposal which it is 
impossible to consider for a moment, 
because consecrated churches are by law 
under the authority of the Bishop. 1 
understood the noble Lord to suggest 
that they were formerly under the 
control of the Quartermaster General. 
I do not think this was the case ; and 
for the very short time in 1898 that the 
Commander-in-Chief had a certain con- 
trol, the management gave such offence 
that it was speedily altered by Lord 
Curzon. The whole of this difficulty 
arisestrom the fact that what the Anglican 
Church is willing to grant as a grace, the 
Presbyterians claim as a right. But 


|| believe that the modus vivendi which 


has been arrived at is working smoothly, 
and since the new regulations of 1899 
there has only been one small instance 


of any difficulty arising in the working 


of these regulations. 


PENSIONS TO DISABLED SOLDIERS. 
Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, |! 
rise to ask His Majesty's Government 
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whether any alterations have been made 
since the commencement of the South 
African War in the dates and system 
of awarding pensions to soldiers disabled 


by wounds and sickness due to active 


service ; and whether His Majesty's Pay- 
master General, as Chairman of the 
Board of Chelsea Commissioners, can 
give any information on the subject. I 
have not placed this question on the 
Paper because I have the slightest mis- 
giving about the Chelsea Commissioners 
doing their duty with regard to pen- 
sions to disabled soldiers. On the con- 
trary, I have every reason to believe 
that the noble Duke and his colleagues 
have exercised their discretion with zeal 
and industry, and with an adequate idea 
of the importance of pensions to disabled 
soldiers. When for a short time | was 
myself a Commissioner at Chelsea Hos- 
pital, it certainly did seem to me that 
the scale of pensions was by no means 
too liberal ; and since I have ceased to 
be a Commissioner—some six years—the 
question of pensions has naturally come 
very much more to the front. Every 
vear that the establishment of the Army 
is increased the difficulties of recruiting 
are increased, and there can be few things 
more detrimental to the reeruiting ser- 
geant’s success than that after a long 
and arduous campaign a large number 
of soldiers should be discharged through- 
out the kingdom with a pension inade- 
quate to the injuries they received during 
the campaign. ts 

THe PAYMASTER GENERAL (The 
Duke of MArLBorouGH): My Lords, | 
have much pleasure in answering the 
question which the noble Lord has 
brought before your notice, and_per- 
haps it might be as well if in my reply | 
gave the noble Lord a short outline of 
the manner in which the Commissioners 
of Chelsea Hospital are granting pensions 
to those soldiers who have been discharged 
from the Service owing to wounds 
they have received in action, or through 
sickness, the result of service in the field. 
I will first, if your Lordships will permit 
me, bring before your notice and deal 
with those men who have been discharged 
for wounds. Previous to the South 
African campaign, for example the cam- 
paign in Egypt, those men who were 


{25 Marcu 1901} 


‘expedite his 


wounded and consequently discharged 
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from the Service were awarded by the 
Commissioners of Chelsea Hospital a 
pension which the Commissicners con- 
sidered to represent the permanent loss 
in earning power to the individual from 
the result of his wounds. The rate of 
pension varied, in the case of private 
soldiers able partially to earn from 6d. 
to 1s. 6d., and in the ease of those totally 
unable to earn from 1s. 6d. to 2s. 6d. 
These pensions when granted became 
permanent ; that is to say, the wounded 
man received in proportion to his dis- 
ability a permanent pension from the 
State varying from 6d. to 2s. 6d. a day. 
That was the system adopted by the 
Commissioners in granting pensions for 
wounds before the South African War. 
Since the commencement of that cam- 
paign no alteration in the rate of pen- 
sions for wounded men has been made 
in the Royal Warrant. No wounded 
man, if partially disabled, can get more 
than Is. 6d., or if totally disabled more 
than 2s. 6d. But the Commissioners 
unanimously agreed to make a somewhat 
new departure in granting the pensions 
embracing a different principle from 
that adopted previous to the South 
African War. They decided in almost 
every case to grant the maximum amount 
of pension at once. That may seem to 
your Lordships a very simple and popular 
proceeding, but it was undertaken for 
the following reason. They realised that 
in the case of a man who had received 
a wound, necessitating very often an 
operation and frequently painful treat- 
ment, the shock to the system was, as a 
rule, very great for the first year ; that 
the man required rest and careful treat- 
ment, and that his scale of comfort, there- 
fore, should be as high as possible to 
recovery. These views, 
which seemed reasonable, found support 
from the medical officers whose advice 
was sought, and they concurred in and 
supported the views of the Commissioners, 
The effect of granting maximum 
pensions for the first year to wounded 
men has had this result, that many men 
who, under the old system, would only 
have been awarded 6d., but who have 
been granted Is. 6d. a day, have, with 
the extra shilling, been able to obtain a 
higher scale of comforts, and at the end 
of one year we have found, on examining 
their condition, that they have recovered 
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in a most satisfactory manner. I do 
not think that I should occupy your | 
Lordships’ time with numerous cases. 
Two instances will suffice to prove my 
point. A private in the Argyll and 
Sutherland Highlanders received a wound 
at the battle of Magersfontein. The 
wound disabled him one half. This man 
formerly would have been awarded 6d. 
or 9d. a day, but he was granted Is. 6d. 
After a years rest the Medical Report says 
his wound only slightly interferes, and 
he has therefore been awarded a_per- 
manent pension of 9d. The wisdom of 
giving the higher rate of pension is 
manifest in this way, that this man has 
recovered in one year from his disability, 
and has thus been enabled to return to 
civil employment. and to earn 25s. a 
week as a builder's labourer. There is 
another instance of a private in the Rifle 
Brigade who received a gunshot wound 
in the head. His wound disabled him 
one half. He was awarded Is. 6d. This 
year he was so far recovered that we 
were enabled to pension him permanently 
at 9d. a day. He is now earning as a 
bricklayer’s labourer £1 a week. There 
are many other instances, my Lords, of 
men who were wounded and who were 
granted Is. 6d. for one year, and who, 
after one year, have been enabled to take 
up civil employment and to earn suffi- 
cient to justify us in placing them on a 
permanent pension of from 6d. to 1s. 

It appears, therefore, that although 
the change of system involves a greater 
expenditure in earlier stages, neverthe- 
less there are good reasons for believing 
that it secures ultimately a greater advan- 
tage to the wounded soldier, with a proper 
regard to the economy of the public 
service. After twelve months. all the 
cases of men who have been wounded 
in the South African War are again 
brought up before the Commissioners. 
Their condition is examined, and we then 
grant them a permanent pension on a 
scale which appears to us to be a right 
und proper one. The men who, after a 
year, are found to be slightly impaired, 
receive 6d. a day : those who are found to 
be impaired, 9d. to Is. : those who are 
materially impaired, which would be 
nearly equal to the loss of a limb, | 
Is. 3d. ; those whose wounds are equal | 
to the loss of a limb, Is. 6d.: and those | 
who are wholly unable to contribute, | 


The Duke of Marlborough. 
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through the result of their wounds, 
2s. 6d. 

1 now turn, with your Lordships’ per- 
mission, from the discussion of the 
wounded to the consideration of those 
rendered unfit or broken by disease. In 
this branch of the subject we have again 
modified the original conditions. For- 
merly—that is to say, before the war— 
the men who were discharged for sickness 
received daily pensions of 6d. if they had 
served under six years; of 7d. if they 
had served between six and twelve years ; 
and of 8d. if they had served between 
twelve and fourteen vears. and a_halt- 
penny a day in addition for every year's 
service after fourteen years. All these 
pensions granted to men of under four- 
teen years service were conditional ; that 
is to say. the Commissioners could at 
any time after the first year, at their 
discretion, make the pensions permanent, 
or they could discontinue them in the 
case of any man who was able to earn a 
full livelihood. In April, 1900, a warrant 
was issued enabling the Commissioners 
to award from 6d. to Is. at their discre- 
tion to privates whose disability was 
due to exposure in the field. The rate 
awarded was to depend on the loss of 
wage-earning power, and the length and 
character of the service were, of course, 
to be taken into consideration. Again, 
following the same principle. which | 
have endeavoured to explain to your 
Lordships, the Commissioners found it 
advisable to grant the maximum amount 

that is, 1s.—in almost every case, in 
order to enable the men to have suff- 
cient means to accelerate their recovery. 
the South African War, and 
until quite recently, the Commissioners 
have heen granting Is. a day to all those 
who have been discharged from the 
Service through sickness in that cam- 
paign. Yet even this amount was 
deemed not to be sufficient, and numerous 
cases were brought before our notice of 
men who were totally unable to earn 
through the effects and results of severe 
illness contracted during the South 
African campaign. Among the cases 
that came before our notice there is one 


Since 


| striking example—the case of a gunner. 
| This 


man was invalided from South 
Afriea with a bad attack of enteric, and 


when his case came before the Commis-’ 


sioners the Medieal Report said that the 
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whole of one side of his body had become 
completely paralysed, that he was quite 


unable to work for his living, and that | 


he was never likely to recover. This 
man was living near or among other 
discharged privates who were in receipt 
of ls. 6d. a day, the result of wounds, but 
they were in a better condition than he 
was, because they were able to get about 
and earn something towards their liveli- 
hood. In this instance the man did not 
wish to press his claim, for to use his own 
words, he “did not desire to base any 
claim he might have on the compassion 
of his country or any flimsy pretext of 
that sort.” 

It seems, therefore. to the Commis- 
sioners that, while it may be more honour- 
able to be wounded in action against the 
enemy than to be reduced by disease, the 
misfortune to the individual is the same, 
and that, though the one case appeals 
more strongly to the public imagination, 
both have an equal claim upon the 
public bounty. We made a strong 
recommendation to higher authorities, 
in which we received the support and 
assistance of the Junior Lord Commis- 
sioner of the Treasury. who is the 
Treasury representative on the Chelsea 
Board. Our representation has had this 
result, that we have been granted power 
to treat those cases of disease due directly 
and wholly to war service at the same 
rate. and on the same seale. as that 
allowed for disabilities from wounds, 
which your Lordships will recollect is 
ls. 6d. for those who are partially disabled 
and 2s. 6d. for those totally disabled. I 
have not alluded to the rates of pension 
granted to non-commissioned — officers, 


for your Lordships will readily under- ' 


stand that we are guided by the same 
principles, though, of course, the awards 
are at a higher rate. I may mention 
here that this somewhat new principle 
of awarding pensions is not retrospective : 
it does not apply to any campaign pre- 
vious to the commencement of the South 
African War. 

[ fear that I have answered the noble 
Lord's question at some length, and | 
fear, also, that I have trespassed too long 
on your Lordships’ time in venturing to 
explain the principle upon which the 
award of pensions are now being 
granted ; but I have done so because I feel 
that it is a subject which affects the 
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comfort and well-being of a great number 
of those who have served their country 
with distinction in the past. I will only 
venture to add, in conclusion, that it has 
been the earnest endeavour of the Com- 
missioners of Chelsea Hospital to grapple 
with the subject of pensions, and, with 
the approval of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, to award them in a liberal and 
generous spirit. We have felt that, in 
dealing liberally with those who have 
served their country well in the past, we 
will induce others to serve her well in the 
future ; and that, of the vast expenditure 
which this war has necessitated, no part 
will be more readily and cheerfully borne 
by the nation than the comparatively 
small sum which is required to provide 
honourably for those who have lost their 
health or strength in the public service. 


Tue Earn or NORTHBROOK: IT am 
sure your Lordships must have listened 
with much satisfaction to the clear 
statement made by the noble Duke on 
this most important matter. It seems to 
me that the rules laid down by the Com- 
missioners of Chelsea Hospital are ad- 
mirably suited to the occasion, but | 
hardly think it is necessary, in the case of 
the loss of a limb, to call upon a man to 
come up again at the end of a year. | 
trust that the Commissioners will exercise 
pressure with the authorities in order to 
get the rule with regard to soldiers who 
have entirely lost their health in the 


operations in South Africa extended 
to other campaigns. There are no 


doubt cases of soldiers who have suffered 
from disease contracted in the hard- 
ships of the Tirah campaign, and 
who are equally deserving of liberal 
treatment with those who have suffered 
from disease contracted in South Africa. 
I commend these two suggestions to the 
noble Duke. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Lord RAGLAN) : 
Perhaps it might interest the noble Ear! 
to know that a Committee has been 
appointed at the War Office to discuss 
the whole question of pensions, and will 
go into the point he has mentioned. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: I have heard 


with great satisfaction the statements of 
the noble Duke and the Under Secretary 
for War. 


I suppose some discretion is 
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exercised by the Commissioners in the | 
granting of the maximum pension at once. 
So far as I can gather from the statement 
of the noble Duke, a man who is only 
slightly injured, and whose injury does 
not interfere at all with the performance 
of his ordinary work as a citizen, is given 
the same pension as a man who is almost 
completely disabled—namely, Is. 6d. a 
day for the first year. 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
am afraid | cannot have explained my- 
self clearly. Men who are wounded are 
pensioned at Is. Gd. a day if they are 
partially disabled, and at 2s. 6d. if they 
are totally disabled. At the end of the 
first year they come up for re-examina- 
tion, and if they have returned to civil 
employment and can earn their own 
livelihood, they get a permanent pension 
of 6d. or 9d. 


LorD MONKSWELL: I do not think 
that quite answers my point. I entirely 
agree that disease and wounds ought to 
stand on the same footing with regard 
to a pension, but I cannot find in the 
Royal Warrant any distinction made 
between wounds and disease. The words 
are, I believe, “ wounds injuries 
received on active service or on actual 
military duty.” | was surprised to find 
that it required a new Warrant in 1900 
to include exposure in the field under the 
head of disease. 


*Lorp RAGLAN: Formerly it 
necessary to make a special application to 
the Treasury in any case of disability 
through illness. The present arrange- 
ment is that. with the concurrence of the 
Treasury representative on the Board of 
Commissioners. these cases are dealt with 
without the necessity of making a special 
application to the Treasury. 


or 


was 


House adjourned at a quarter before 
Six of the clock, till to-morrow, 
half-past Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 25th March, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
CROMER WATER BILL. 
Read a second time and committed. 
Lord Monksue'l, 
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NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 

Petition for additional Provision ; re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


Petitions. 


BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN BILL 
[Lorps]}. 

Ordered that the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills do examine the 
Berwickshire County Town Bill [Lords], 
with respect to compliance with the 
Standing Orders relative to Private Bills. 
—(Mr. Long.) 





WOLVERHAMPTON AND CANNOCK 
CHASE RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 2). 
Colonel H. F. Bowles reported from the 
Committee on Group 2 of Railway Bills, 
that, there being no business ready for 
their consideration, they nad adjourned 
until Wednesday next, at Eleven of the 
clock. 


teport to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


BEER BILL. 
favour, from Alderton ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in 
and Ebrington ; 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 

Petition from Little Berkhampstead, 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Chaloner ; 
Tibshelf ; Boosbeck ; Upleatham ; Lump- 
sey ; Loftus ; Carlin How ; Guisborough ; 
Liverton ; and Lingdale ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 
Croydon ; and Bristol ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 

SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Birkenhead ; 


and Northfleet ; to lie upon the Table. 
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MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Rother- 
ham (two); Carlin How; Lumpsey ; 
Loftus ; Guisborough ; Chaloner ; Boos- 
beck (two) ; Liverton ; Upleatham ; Ling- 
dale ; Tibshelf ; and Carhouse (two) : to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Bootle 

(twenty-nine) ; Aintree (two) ; Walton on 

the Hill (four) ; Battersea ; Litherland ; 


Battersea Rise ; Bedfordshire ; Horsham ; | 


Islington ; Mexborough ; Nottingham ; 
tamsgate (two) ; Bristol (twenty-three) ; 
Faygate ; Manchester ; Gravesend ; Bow ; 
Easton ; Edinburgh ; Fauldhouse ; Hull ; 
Cemmaes (two) ; Sheffield ; Alexandria ; 
Crawley ; Wolverhampton ; Wigan (six) ; 
Horfield; Brunswicke; Cardross ; Little 
Stonegate; London (two); Worcester ; 
West Bristol ; and Aberdeen ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Pulteney- 
town ; Loch Leven; Lochore ; Uphall ; 
Armadale ; Dundee; Garioch ;  Glas- 
gow ; Weem ; Law ; Anstruther Wester ; 
and Dumbarton; to lie upon the 


Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Petition of John Xavier Merriman and 
Jacobus Wilhelmus Sauer, for leave to 
be heard on the question of future 
policy : to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 


Petition from Peden’s Stone, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. | 


REPOR TN, 


RETURNS, ETC, 


AMERICAN MAIL SERVICE. 

Return [presented 23rd March]; to 
be printed. [No. 98.] 

EXPLOSIONS (FELT HAT WORKS, 

DENTON, NEAR MANCHESTER). 

Copy presented, of Report by Captain 
J. H. Thomson, R. A., His Majesty’s 
Chief Inspector of Explosives, and H. 8. 
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Richmond, Esq., His Majesty's Super- 
intending Inspector of Factories, to the 
Right Honourable the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, on the cir- 
cumstances and probable causes of the 
Explosion which occurred at the Felt 
Hat Works of Messrs. Joseph Wilson 
and Sons, Denton, near Manchester, on 
the 14th January, 1901 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


UNITED STATES (No, 1, 1901). 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the Convention signed at 
Washington, 5th February, 1900, rela- 
tive to the Establishment of a Com- 
munication by Ship Canal between the 
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2565 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 
1828 AND IS83. 
Copy presented, of Special Report by 


the Board of Trade under Section 1 
of the Electric Lighting Act, 1888 


[St. Marylebone Electric Lighting (No. 
2) Order, 1901] [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Revised Regula- 
tions of the 21st March, 1901, as to 
Certificates of Age, Proficiency, and 
School Attendance [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 

PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Soane’s Museum.—Copy of Statement 
of the funds of the Museum of the late 
Sir John Soane on 5th January, 1901 
[by Act]. 


QUESTIONS. 





SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —EXECUTION 
OF BRITISH SUBJECTS BY BOERS. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for War whether His Majesty’s 
Government have received official in- 


formation to the effect that four British 
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subjects who had been made prisoners 
by the Boers, two of them named Theu- 
nissen, one M‘Lachlan, and one Boyd, 
after being brutally treated, were taken 
out of goal at Wolmaranstad and publicly 
shot to death one by one by order of 
Generals Delarey and Smuts; and 
whether it is known on what grounds 
this execution took place. 
*THE SECRETARY or 
WAR (Mr. 
ford): I have received the following 
telegram from Lord Kitchener— 

““M‘Lachlan and Boyd, believed to be 
British subjects, and three burghers, Mathisen, 
Theunissen and Ahrens, were tried at Wol- 
maranstad on charge of high treason by the 
Boers, and shot on 23rd February.” 


STATE For 


I have no further information. 


TAAIBOSCH TRAIN WRECKERS. 
*Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
the three men shot at De Aar on the 
19th instant by sentence of a military 
court, confirmed by Lord Kitchener, 
for alleged treason and murder in con- 
nection with the wrecking of a train 
near Taaibosch, and the two men who 
were sentenced by the same military 
court to five years penal servitude for 
the same alleged offence, were thus 
punished in connection with the wreck- 
ing of a coal train near Taaibosch on 
Monday, 18th February, which train 
was also carrying Kaftirs, horses, and 
men of the 29th Imperial Yeomanry 
Company ; whether any one or more 
of these men were among the eight 
Boer prisoners of war reported to have 
been taken by the rescuing force on 
that occasion ; whether any one or more 
of them were local Dutch farmers who 
had failed to give warning of the con- 
templated train-wrecking to the British 
military authorities ; whether any evi- 
dence was produced to show that they 
could have otherwise prevented the 
train-wrecking ; and whether the pro- 
ceedings of the military court are on 
record, and can be produced for the 
information of this House. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have no further 
information beyond what I gave the 
hon. Member last Friday. 


+ See page 847. 
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1084, 
Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE: May j{ 


ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he can possibly give me a straight answer 
to a straight question ! 


Questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


is a very improper observation to make. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
And avery unreasonable thing to expect. 


LINDLEY SURRENDER. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 


Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for War whether the letter of the 
War Office, dated 16th December, 1900, 
demanding General Colvile’s resignation, 
alleged that General Colvile was mainly 
responsible for the surrender of the 
Yeomanry at Lindley; and whether 
that allegation is borne ont by the finding 
of the Court of Inquiry into that. sur- 
render. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The War Office 
letter alluded to stated: that ‘‘ the Secre- 
tary of State having discussed the inci- 
dents of the surrender of No. 13 Imperial 
Yeomanry battalion, concurs with Lord 
Roberts that you were mainly responsible 
for the surrender.” The Court of Inquiry 
absolved Colonel Spragge from any blame 
—General Colvile was held responsible 
by his military superiors for not attempt- 
ing his relief. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman answer the last part of the 
question ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I have done s0. 
The Court of Inquiry found that Colonel 
Spragge had done all in his power, and 
laid the responsibility on other shoulders. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): But what 
about the men who raised the flags of 
surrender ? 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH 
GENERAL BOTHA. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies, 
with reference to the negotiations between 
Commandant Louis Botha and Lord 


Kitchener, if he will cause inquiry to be 
made from the Boer general as to the 
terms which his Government consider 
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essential to bring about the termination 
of the war, more especially as in Lord 
Kitchener's opinion Botha is anxious to 
bring about peace ; and whether he will 
procure and lay upon the Table of the 
House the copy of the letter from Com- 
mandant Botha referred to by Lord 
Kitchener as having been brought to him 
through Mrs. L. Botha on the 23rd ult. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The answer to the 
first paragraph is, No, Sir. In reply tothe 
second I have to say that I have tele- 
graphed to South Africa forthe text of this 
letter, and will consider whether it can be 
laid on the Table of the House. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether if General Botha desires to give 
his version of the conversation between 
him and Lord Kitchener in reference to 
the terms of peace, he will afford facilities 
for its transmission by telegraph or other- 
wise to this country in its complete form 
and without delay. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: This is a 
hypothetical question, and I cannot 
answer till the circumstances contem- 
plated in it have actually arisen. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : May Task 
if it is a fact that Lord Kitchener has 
given one version of the conversation, and 
that possibly there is a second one, and 
does not that supply to the right hon. 
(rentleman’s mind sufficient reason—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has said that he 
cannot give an answer to the question. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: He does 
not want to. But I will put it down 
again. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colo- 
nies if he can say whether Mrs. Botha 
went to meet her husband on the occasion 
of the recent negotiations for peace of 
her own motion ; and, if not, at whose 
suggestion. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


to meet her husband at his request. 
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Mrs. Botha went | 
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*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwick- 


shire, Rugby): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War on what date the 
letter (No. 10) (in Paper Cd. 528) was 
sent by Lord Kitchener to Commandant 
Louis Botha, and what was the date 
of the reply (No. 11). 


Mr. BRODRICK: The letter from 
Lord Kitchener was sent on the 7th 
March; the reply from Commandant 
General Botha was received on the 16th 
March; I do not know on what date 
it was despatched. 


ASSISTANCE TO BOER FARMERS 
AFTER THE WAR. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, in reference to the Peace 
negotiations in South Africa, if he will 
withdraw the words “ by loan” in refer- 
ence to the assistance proposed to be given 
to the Boer farmers, in view of the fact 
that both Sir Alfred Milner and Lord 
Kitchener have expressed disapproval 
of those words, considering them likely 
to interfere with the success of the nego- 
tiations. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. 
The negotiations are closed, and His 
Majesty’s Government adheres entirely 
to the views it has expressed on this 
subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May 
I ask whether, in view of the fact that 


_in respect of these conditions there is a 


great difference of opinion between the 
right hon. Gentleman, Sir Alfred Milner, 
and Lord Kitchener, these negotiations 
will be opened again with a view to 
settlement. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not 
aware of the great difference which the 
hon. Member supposes to exist, but in 
any case there is no intention of reopening 
the negotiations. 


Mr. PIRIE: How long will this inten- 
tion remain ? 


[No reply was given. ] 
PLAGUE IN CAPE COLONY. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Secretary 











1087 Questions. 


of State for the Colonies whether, in 
view of the gravity of the outbreak of | 
plague in Cape Colony and the number of | 
persons who are now travelling back- | 
wards and forwards between the Cape | 
and this country, he will ask the authori- 
ties at Cape Town to furnish weekly | 
Returns of the number of cases and} 
deaths among whites, negroes, Indians, 
and Malays ; of the localities in which the | 
disease is prevalent ; and of the number | 
of cases and deaths among the military | 
forces in South Africa. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
asked the Governor to invite the Cape 
Ministers to senda weekly Return in the | 
form desired by the hon. Member. 


REPATRIATION OF SOUTH AFRICAN 
REFUGEES. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
the Colonies whether, in view of the fact | 
that many former inhabitants of the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colonies, 
being British subjects, have been ruined | 
in the course of the war in South Africa, 
and that in many cases their wives and 
families have come to this country 
while they themselves are serving in 
Colonial regiments in South Africa, 
he will consider the possibility of sending 
such refugee families back to South 
Africa at the conclusion of the war at 
this country’s expense. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I could 
not give any pledge on behalf of His 
Majesty’s Government, but I should be 
prepared when the war is over to consider 
any individual case such as is described 
by the hon. Member on its merits, and 
in connection with any petitions for 
repatriation that may exist at the time. 


BOER PRISONERS—SUGGESTED 
SETTLEMENTS IN CANADA AND 
AUSTRALIA, 
sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | 
Central): | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if his attention has been 
called to the suggestion of General Ian 
Hamilton that some of the Boer prisoners 
of war at St. Helena should be afforded 
an opportunity of engaging in agriculture 
in Canada, and, in the event of that 
the Commonwealth of | 


Government or 
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Australia or New Zealand being willing 
to receive some of these men, if His 
Majesty's Government will consider the 
question, having regard to the absence 
of any occupation for them in St. Helena : 
and whether, in such event, upon the 
conclusion of peace, the Government 
will consider the issue of a grant equiva- 


| lent to the estimated value of the passage 


to South Africa, and the re-establishment 
upon their farms of any Boers willing 
to settle in such British colonies. 


“$Mr. BRODRICK: I do not think it 
possible to enlarge these prisoners pend- 
ing terms of peace being arranged. 


WAR DESPATCHES. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether any written despatches have 
been received from the Commander-in- 
Chief in South Africa since Lord Roberts's 
despatch of 15th November, 1900 ; and, 
if so. whether, in view of the meagre 
character of the telegraphic despatches 
and the censorship of extra-ofticial sources 
of information, these despatches will be 
published before the debate on the 
Second Reading of the Appropriation 


Bill. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


been received. 


No despatches have 


Mr. BLACK: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman wire to Lord Kitchener 


requesting despatches as soon as possible! 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have no doubt 
that Lord Kitchener will send the de- 
spatches as soon as he finds it desirable. | 


VOLUNTEERS FOR THE FRONT — 
DRILL ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if all the 
Volunteers and Yeomanry who have 
volunteered for service in South Africa 
have been drilled and trained after join- 
ing at their depéts before embarkation 
by officers who have had experience of 
South African warfare. 


Mr. BRODRICK : There is no informa- 
tion to show this. At some few depdts 
there are officers with South African 
experience. but the majority of such 
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officers are at present either in South 
Africa or at home sick. 
BRIGADE 


sT. JOHN'S AMBULANCE 


PENSIONS. 

Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington) : [| beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether a pension will be granted to 
the widow of Private J. Maddocks, No. 
544. St. John’s Ambulance Brigade, who, 
after long service with Lord Methuen’s 
Field Force, died at Mafeking on the 
sth January. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY. Lan- 
cashire. Westhoughton) : The widow in 
question has been awarded a pension of 
ds. a week with Is. 6d. a week for her 
child, and a gratuity of £5 by the Patriotic 
Fund. The question of how such cases 
should be further dealt with is now 
under consideration. 


CANADIAN HORSES FOR SOUTH 


AFRICA. 
*\In. GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State tor 


the Colonies will he explain in’ what 
way the winter climate of Canada inter- 
feres with the purchase and = transpor- 
tation of horses for the war in South 
Atriea ; will he also say how Canadian 
horses have borne the change of climate ; 
and whether horses purchased in’ Aus- 
tralia or the Southern States of the 
United States have proved of better 
service to the authorities. 


Lorp STANLEY : The severe weather 
in Canada during certain months causes 
horses to get out of condition. and also 
renders railway transport difticult. So 
far as information is available Canadian 
horses which have reached South Africa 
have borne the change of climate well. 
but there have been very heavy losses 
in some cargoes in passing through the 
tropics at this period of the vear. 


ROYAL RESERVE REGIMENTS. 

Masgor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he can state approxi- 
mately the total strength of the Royal 
Reserve Regiments on 1st March, and how 
many of these troops have volunteered 
for the garrison battalions in the Medi- 
terranean and elsewhere. 
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Lorp STANLEY: The Royal Reserve 


Infantry battalions approximately num- 
bered 17,500 non-commissioned officers 
and men on the Ist of March. About 
1.000 have enlisted into the garrison 
regiment up to date. 


Questions. 


OFFICERS’ HALF PAY AND RETIRED 
PAY DECLARATIONS. 

Mr. STOPFORD-SACK VILLE (North- 
amptonshire, N.): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 
seeing that inconvenience and delay may 
be caused to officers in receipt of half- 
pay or retired pay by the necessity} of 
their declarations being attested by 
specified persons according to existing 
regulations, he will consider the desir- 
ability of allowing agents or bankers to 
give the necessary certificates of their 
clients being alive, according to the prac- 
tice which prevails for analogous claims in 
the Indian Army. 


Lorp STANLEY: Such declarations 
are required by the Appropriation Act. 
I will consider the question further. 


VOLUNTEER REGIMENTAL 
SERGEANT-MAJORS. 

Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): | beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he can state why regimental 
sergeant-majors of Volunteers are refused 
the rank of warrant officer, when this 
rank is granted to regimental sergeant- 
majors of Militia and Yeomanry, whose 
duties are lighter and less continuous. 


Lorp STANLEY: The Secretary of 
State will consider this matter again, 
but it has not been hitherto deemed 
that the duties of sergeant-majors of 
Volunteers entitle them to warrant rank. 


MILITIA DISEMBODIMENTS. 

Sir GEORGE FARDELL (Padding- 
ton, S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can explain why 
regiments of Militia which were embodied 
in November or December, 1899, have not 
been disembodied in preference to those 
regiments which were embodied some 
months later, some of which have been 
already disembodied ; having regard to 
the statement made in the House on 7th 
August last by the then Under Secretary 
of State for War that battalions first 
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(Questions, 


embodied would have a strong claim to be 
first released. 


Lorp STANLEY: Before the disem- 
bodiment referred to, the wishes of the 
various units were ascertained through 
the General Officers Commanding. Those 
units accordingly who wished to be disem- 
bodied were disembodied, and the services 
of those who did not press for disembodi- 
ment were retained. 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ PROMOTIONS. 

Sir GEORGE FARDELL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if 
officers of Militia over fifteen years ser- 
vice, seconded from the Militia to enable 
them to serve in the Regular Army, who 
are also captains in the reserve of officers, 
will be’ promoted on completion of their 
service in the Army so as to entitle them 
to rank as field officers in the Reserve. 


Lorp STANLEY: There is no inten- 
tion of promoting any particular category 
of ofticers en bloc. Individual cases ° of 
specially good service rendered will be 
considered on their merits. 


COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF IN INDIA. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether Sir Power Palmer has 
been appointed Commander-in-Chief for 
India for the space of a year and a half 
only ; and whether this is the usual 
period, and if not, why has any altera- 
tion been made. 


Mr. BRODRICK : It has been decided 
to continue Sir Power Palmer, who as 
senior officer in command took over the 
post of Commander-in-Chief in India 
provisionally, on the death of Sir W. 
Lockhart on 18th March, 1900, to make 
up a period of two years dating from 
19th March, 1900. The usual term of 
the appointment has been for five years. 
It is not considered desirable to extend 
Sir Power Palmer's appointment beyond 
the time mentioned. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: Was this 


appointment made solely to keep the 


place for Lord Kitchener ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


{COMMONS} 
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ARMY EXAMINATIONS—FRENCH 
SYNTAX. 

Mr. PIERPOINT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been drawn to the decree 
concerning the teaching of French 
syntax, issued by the French Minister 
of Education, dated 31st July, 1900 ; 
and whether he will cause the rules for 
examination therein laid down to be 
adopted in the examinations in the French 
language for the English Army. 


Lorp STANLEY: The Secretary of 
State will consider this matter in con- 
sultation with those engaged in the 
teaching of French at our military 
academies. 

Mr. PIERPOINT: Will the advisers 
of the Secretary of State be the exami- 


ners or independent persons } 


Lord STANLEY: I cannot say. 
BANKERS —CUBY'S BANK 
GIBRALTAR. 

Mr. PIRIE: I beg totisk the Secretary 
of State for War whether his attention 
has been ealled to the canteen and other 
regimental losses at Gibraltar owing to 
the stoppage of payment of Cuby’s 
Bank ; whether he is aware that this 
bank was a semi-private one, kept by a 
man well known to belong to the class of 
money-lenders as distinct from that of 
bankers, and that regimental funds had 
been allowed to accumulate balances at 
the bank in excess of the regulations, 
one battalion losing upwards of £1,000 
in canteen and sergeants’ mess funds, 
and another £900; whether one ser- 
geants’ mess requested leave to remove 
its money from the bank, and was refused, 
and if so, can he explain why, and whether 
he can state the total loss of regimental 
moneys; and whether he will cause 
inquiry to be made as to responsibility 

in the matter. 

Lorp STANLEY: The bank referred 
to is, I presume, that of Messrs. Cuby and 
Son. My attention has been drawn to 
the case and a thorough inquiry is being 
made into it. 


CANTEEN 


ARMY ESTABLISHMENT BEFORE 
THE 


WAR. 
Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 


| Secretary of State for War what were the 
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numbers of regular soldiers in this 
country immediately before the South 
African War over the age of 20, and with 
one year’s service; under the age of 
twenty, and with less than one year’s 
service ; reservists ; also, what were the 
total numbers in each class belonging 
to the British Army. 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: The numbers of 
the rank and file on the Ist October, 1899, 
were as follow :— 


At home. 
Under 1 year’s service ...... 28,245 
Over 1 year’s service ........ 65,072 
Under 20 years of age ...... 28,183 
Over 20 years ofage ........ 65,134 
BOOITERE: cov ssesch sic icns SE 1GS 


Total in British Army. 


Under 1 year’s service ...... 30,302 


Over 1 year’s service ........ 168,487 
Under 20 years of age 32,663 
Over 20 years of age ........166,126 


The sergeants, drummers, and trumpeters 
are not classified as above, but amounted 
to 9,735 at home and 18,253 in all. 
MILITARY MANCELVRES ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
CoLONEL BROOKFIELD (Sussex, Rye): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether it is the intention of the 


(1897) 


Government to introduce during the 
present Session a Bill to amend and 


extend the provisions of the Military 
Manceuvres Act, 1897; or otherwise 
to ask for inereased facilities for the 
training and instruction, on a large 
scale, of the troops in the United King- 
dom. 


Mr. 


to introduce a 
Manceuvres Act. 


BRODRICK: Yes, Sir ; 
Bill 


I hope 
amending the 


ARMY SCHOOLS—DEPARTMEN 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) : 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if he will state the names 
of the members of the Departmental 
Committee on the Conditions of Service 
in Army Schools; what are the terms 
of the reference to the Committee ; and 


VTAL 


will the question of compulsion to wear | 
Uniform when off duty be considered. 


VOL. XCI. 


[FouRTH SERIES. ] 
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Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: The representative 
of the Treasury is Mr. T. L. Heath. The 
representative of the Board of Education 
has not yet been selected. Those of the 


War Department are Colonel Yates, 
A.A.G., Woolwich, and Mr. Higgins, 


Deputy Accountant General. The terms 
of reference are to examine the proposals 
for improving the tuition of pupil teachers 
at Duke of York’s Sehool and Royal 
Hibernian Military School, and to advise 
generally on the mode of training and 
remunerating Army schoolmasters and 
of inspecting Army schools ; also to con- 
sider the necessity of an increase of 
the establishment. ‘The Committee will, 
doubtless, not lose sight of the hon. 
Member’s suggestion on the subject ot 
uniform. 


QUEEN VICTORIA'S FUNERAL — 
TREATMENT OF SCOTTISH VOLUN. 
TEERS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state the nature of the food 
and accommodation which was provided 
tor Volunteers of the Ist Seaforth, Argyll 
and Sutherland, and Gordons on their 
arrival at King’s Cross early on the 
morning of the 2nd February, and also 
during the hours they were in London 
by invitation of the War Office to take 
part in the funeral ceremonies of the late 
Queen; and will he say whether any 
dinner or other substantial meal was 
provided for these Volunteers ; and, if so, 
where it was served. 


LorpD STANLEY: The food supplied 
to these Volunteers was the same as that 
supplied to the whole of the troops, and 
was as follows :—Breakfast—Bread and 
butter, sandwiches, sausage or ham, and 
tea. Dinner—A large meat pie, bread 
and cheese, and a pint of beer or a bottle 
of minerals per man. ‘The Gordons and 
Argyll and Sutherland Highlanders had 
both meals in the London Scottish drill 
hall. The Seaforths had their dinner 
there, and their breakfast at the King’s 
Cross goods shed. 

Mr. WEIR: Is the noble Lord aware 


that these men had nothing but stale dry 
bread and cold tea ? 


Lorp STANLEY : 


information. 


2Q 


That is not my 





095 
Mr. WEIR: Then the noble Lord’s 


information is inaccurate. 


Questions. 


QUEEN VICTORIA’S FUNERAL— 
DETAILS OF COST. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War, seeing that in the Civil 
Service Supplementary Estimates there 
is a charge of £35,000 for expenses of the 
funeral of Her late Majesty, out of which 
the War Office claims £15,000 for travel- 
ling expenses, food, and accommodation 
for troops, will he state how much of this 
sum was expended in connection with the 
Volunteers from Scotland who attended 
the funeral at the invitation of the War 


Office. 


Lorp STANLEY: The cost was esti- 
mated at £1,400. I cannot give the 
exact expenditure on each corps without 
going into details, the interest of which 
would not justify the labour of their 
collection. 


NAVAL SHIPWRIGHT RATINGS. 

Mr. GILBERT PARKER: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty, having regard to the fact that 
at the naval ports .there is a defi- 
ciency in the naval shipwright ratings. 
and seeing that the present pay is 
inferior to the rate of wages in the 
dockyards or private shipbuilding firms, 
whether he can state what additional 
inducements, if any, are being offered 
to obtain shipwrights. 

*Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ArNotp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): No additional inducements are 
being offered. A large number of boys 
are being trained in H.M. dockyards to 
serve as shipwrights in the Fleet, a plan 
which, in the opinion of the Admiralty, 
will enable them to obtain all the ship- 
wrights they require. 


CROMARTY FIRTH. 

Mr. WEIR: | beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether he is aware 
that there is anchorage for His Majesty’s 
Fleet in Cromarty Firth opposite the 
towns of Invergordon and Cromarty, 
Ross-shire ; and will the First Lord con- 
fer with the Secretary of State for War as 
to the expediency of fortifying the two 
headlands known as the Sutors at the 
entrance to the firth. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I must 
refer the hon. Member to the answe1 
given to a similar question on 14th 
December last by the Civil Lord.+ It is 
impossible to consider the cases of par 
ticular harbours apart from the general 
question. 


Mr. WEIR: But has it not been 
promised that the First Lord will confer 
with the Secretary of State for War ! 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : That is 
the statement in the question. My reply 
is that we must treat the question as a 
whole and not merely as relating to 
Cromarty Firth. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC 
CHAPLAINS. 

Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, No) ] beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can say on how many occa- 
sions since the year 1878 a Roman 
Catholic chaplain has accompanied a 
squadron of the Navy, in accordance 
with the Admiralty minute of that year. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No Roman 
Catholic priest has accompanied a squad- 
ron, the occasion required by the Minute 
referred to not having arisen. On two 
occasions Roman Catholic priests have 
been specially appointed to minister to 
squadrons, namely, at Crete in 1898, and 
in the North of China last year. 


NAVAL 


COLONIAL CUSTOMS TARIFFS. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): | beg toask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he is prepared to 
enter into communications with the 
Colonial Governments with a view to 
induce them to adopt the customs tariff 
of the United Kingdom, so that British 
and Irish goods will be allowed to enter 
their colonies on the same customs tariff 
as applies to goods entering the United 
Kingdom, or, failing this, to induce those 
Colonial Governments who have not 
done so to adopt a preferential tariff, for 
British and Irish goods, as is done by the 
Canadian Government. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I am not 


prepared.to enter into such communica- 





+ See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. .Ixaxviii., page 836. 
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1097 Questions. 


of movements of this nature that the 
initiative should come from the colonies 
themselves. 


CHINA—ANGLO-RUSSIAN DISPUTE 
AT TIENTSIN. 

*sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state by whom, 
and at what date, the Russian concession 
at Tientsin was granted ; whether it is a 
concession to the Russian Government 
itself; and whether its area includes a 
portion of the railway line which is 
mortgaged to British subjects as security 
for the Chinese Imperial railway loan. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): On 
the 31st of December Li Hung Chang 
signed an agreement granting to the 
Russian Government as a concession a 
considerable tract of land of which the 
Russian military authorities had_pre- 
viously announced themselves possessed 
by right of conquest. His Majesty’s 
Government are not aware under what 
authority Li Hung Chang signed the 
agreement. In answer to the third para- 
graph, it appears that the concession 
includes property in the occupation of the 
Chinese Railway Administration, but at 
present it is not possible to be more pre- 
cise. IL may add that we have declared 
that the validity of the concession and of 
proprietary rights within it must be re- 
served for future examination. Count 
Lamsdorff made a proposal to the same 
effect to Sir C. Scott on the 20th instant. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: AmI to take 
it that the date previously given was not 
correct ? 

Viscount CRANBORNE: [| think 
that the answer just given may be taken 
to be an accurate statement so far as we 
are aware. 


ANGLO-GERMAN AGREEMENT AND 
MANCHURIA. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On 


behalf of the hon. Member for North 
Roscommon, I beg to ask the Under 


{25 Marcu 1901} 


tions as the hon. Member describes. It | 
is, in my opinion, essential to the success | 
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Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the German Government accepts 
the view of His Majesty’s Government 
that the Anglo-German Agreement 
applies to Manchuria as well as to China 
proper. 


Questions. 


VISCOUNT CRANBORNE: — His 
Majesty's Government have no infor- 
mation on this subject other than that 
already at the disposal of the public. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May 
I ask the noble Lord whether, in view 
of the statement, publicly made, that the 
German Chancellor has declared that the 
Agreement does not apply, the Govern- 
ment will take steps to ascertain whether 
the German Chancellor made that state- 
ment, and whether it is true ? 


Viscount CRANBORNE: If the hon. 
Gentleman will be good enough to put 
that question on the Paper, | will en- 
deavour to answer it. 


RUSSIA AND MANCHURIA. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Eeclesall) : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs whether 
the Russian Government have presented 
to the Government of China a some- 
what modified form of the agreement 
signed between the Russian and Chinese 
local representatives at Port Arthur ; 
whether this last agreement reserves 
for Russia exclusive privileges in regard 
to all mines, railways, and industrial 
developments in Manchuria, and binds 
China to construct a railway from the 
Trans-Siberian Railway to the Great 
Wall, such railway to be under Russian 
military guardianship; and whether 
Russia has withdrawn from the so-called 
Concert of Europe. 


ViscounT CRANBORNE: We under- 
stand that the terms of the proposed 
agreement are still under discussion, 
and I am unable to make any positive 
, statement on the subject. The Russian 
;Government have informed us_ that 
they have no intention of withdrawing 
from co-operation with the other Powers 
in the affairs of China. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Do 
the other Powers accept the principle 


2Q2 
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that the agreement should be made 
behind their backs ? 


Questions. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: Iam afraid 
that that is a question of which I must 
ask for notice. 


ALLEGED LOOTING IN CHINA. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India if he can now say whether 
despatches of General Gaselee, with 
reference to looting and pillage in China, 
will be laid upon the Table. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have looked at this despatch 
since the hon. Gentleman put his last 
question to me on this subject, and I, 
do not think that it can be published. | 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Why 
not ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Because _ it 
concerns the acts of troops other than 
those under General Gaselee’s command. 
As far as I know, no allegation has been 
made against the conduct of our troops. 
But if the hon. Member can supply 
me with any particular allegation I will 
telegraph to General Gaselee, and any 
reply that may be received I will give. 


SLAVERY IN ZANZIBAR AND PEMBA. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS — (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether steps can be taken to expedite 
the emancipation of slaves in Zanzibar 
and Pemba. 


ViscounT CRANBORNE: Asa result 
of various causes, including emancipation, 
it is estimated by the best authorities 
that there are in the islands of Zanzibar 
and Pemba only half as many slaves as 
were believed to exist in 1897. It is the 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: But 


are 


there not 50,000 slaves still there ? 


Viscount CRANBORNE: About that 
number. 


KOREA. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: 
ask the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs whether it is a fact that Mr. 
M ‘Leavy Brown has been dismissed trom 
the post of Director General of Customs 
in Korea, and, if so, what are the grounds 
of dismissal. 


] beg to 


Viscount CRANBORNE: A ditti- 
culty has arisen in regard to Mr. M'Leavy 
Brown, Director General of Customs in 
Korea, but it would be premature to 
make any detailed statement on the 
subject. 


PROPOSED IMPORT DUTY ON 
STEEL. 

Mr. FITZALAN HOPE (Sheftield, 
Brightside) : I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whethér, in view of the 
formation of the American Steel Trust, 
the threatened increase in the German 
steel duties, and the need for raising 
fresh revenue to meet the growing ex- 
penditure of the country, he will consider 
the advisability of submitting proposals 
to the House for a substantial import 
duty on foreign steel. 

THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): LI can only say to the hon. Member, 
what I say to the numerous correspon- 
dents who offer me suggestions for raising 
revenue, that I cannot anticipate my 
Budget statement. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Do I understand the right 


hon. Gentleman to say he is not pre- 
pared to consider this suggestion ! 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Oh, I have 


opinion of those of our officials who are been considering a great many things. 


qualified to judge, and it is believed 
that the representatives of the missionary 
societies on the spot share the view. that 


further abolitionist measures would not | 


be necessary. 


TYDVIL STIPENDIARY 
MAGISTRATE. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 


MERTHYR 


His Majesty’s Government |} I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


would be glad to consider any sugges-| the Home Department if he will lay upon 
tions which may be made with a view of | the Table of the House the correspondence 
facilitating emancipation. 





that has passed between himself, the 
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1101 Questions. 
stipendiary magistrate for Merthyr 


Tydvil, and the justices of the peace for 
the division of Caerphilly Higher, in the 
county of Glamorgan; and if he can 
state the relative position and authority 
of a stipendiary and local justices in cases 
coming before them upon which they 
are not agreed ; and whether the decision 
of the stipendiary overrides the opinion 
of any number of lay justices sitting with 
him in petty session. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
tircHiz, Croydon): A stipendiary magis- 
trate when sitting with other magis- 
trates acts as chairman, and, of course, 
in view of his position and legal acquire- 
ments, his opinion carries great weight, 
but [ am advised that he has not in point 
of law any power to override the decision 
of a majority of the justices sitting with 
him. I do not think that any good 
purpose would be served by laying the 
correspondence referred to on the Table. 


BREWERS’ LICENCES RETURNS. 

Mr. J EFFREYS(Hampshire, N.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether in the Brewers’ Licences Re- 
turns the number of brewers mentioned 
in the first column of Part III., under 
the heading of persons licensed, could be 
divided into two classes, namely, those 
who use malt only, and those who use 
malt with substitutes for same, and the 
amounts of materials used by each class 
be returned separately instead of com- 
bined as is now the case ; and whether 
the actual quantity of bulk barrels of beer 
made by each and every class could be 
added to the Returns. 


sir M. HICKS BEACH: The change 
desired by my hon. friend shall be made 
in future Returns. It cannot be made 
in the Return for the year ended 30th 
September last, as that is already practi- 
cally ready for printing. 


BRITISH WHEAT AVERAGES. 

Mr. LAMBERT : I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade if he can 
state the mean price of the 4lb. loaf and 
the Gazette price of British wheat in the 
first week in March in 1900 and 1901 re- 
spectively. 
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THe PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The average Gazette price of 
British wheat per quarter in the first 
week of March, 1901, was 25s. 11d., and 
in the first week of March, 1900, 26s. 4d. 
There is no officially ascertained price of 
bread, but returns made to the Board of 
Trade by over 300 co-operative societies 
in Great Britain show that the mean price 
of the 4lb. loaves sold by them at the be- 
ginning of March, 1901, was 54d., and at 
the beginning of March, 1900, 4d. 


(Juestions, 


SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM— 
BUCKLAND FISH COLLECTION. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he is yet 
in a position to make any statement in 
reference to the ultimate destination of 
the Buckland Fish Collection at South 
Kensington. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


PETERHEAD AND HOLYHEAD 
HARBOURS. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he can state the total of 
the Government grants to Peterhead 
Harbour, also the total of the Govern- 
ment grants to Holyhead Harbour. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The total 
expenditure upon Holyhead Harbour 
from the year 1855 to the 31st March, 
1900, was £1,611,360. As regards Peter- 
head Harbour, | am informed by the 
Admiralty that the total of the Govern- 
ment grants to the Harbour works from 
their commencement in 1885-1886 to 
1900-1901, both inclusive, amounts to 
£426,360, and that the expenditure 
during that period has been £398,000. 


HECKMONDWIKE SCHOOL OF 
SCIENCE. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the Vice 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether he is aware that the 
Board of Education have ordered that 
fees must be charged at the Heckmond- 
wike School of Science ; whether this 
decision was taken on the complaint of 
the Dewsbury Grammar School autho- 
rities ; and, seeing that the Heckmond- 


| wike Science School is under the admiat- 
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stration of a Technical Instruction Com- | 
mittee and receiving aid from moneys 
devoted to technical instruction, whether 
this requirement to charge fees is allow- 
able under existing regulations of the’ 
Science and Art Branch of the Board of 
Education. 


Questions. 


*THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): The answer to 
the first paragraph of the question is in 
the affirmative. The decision was taken 
after local inquiry, and is in accordance 
with Clause VI. of the Directory of the 
Board of Education. 


( 


Mr. YOXALL was understood to ask 
if a charge on the local rates was not the 
alternative to fees; and, getting no answer, 
to give notice that he would raise the 
question on the Estimates. 


TRAINING COLLEGES. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether a Board of Educa- 
tion Committee on training colleges has 
been appointed ; who are the members 
of this Committee, if appointed; and 
what are the terms of reference to it ; 
and will the Committee consider the lack 
of training college accommodation, with 
a view to reporting upon advisable 
measures of remedy. 


*Sir J. GORST: No Committee on 
training colleges has been ‘appointed. 


But a Committee is suggesting to the 
Board of Education courses of study 
desirable for candidates for certificates. 
It is not usual to publish the names of 
such Committees nor the terms of refer- 
ence, which are not formal. The answer 
to the last paragraph is in the negative. 


IRISH DRIFT SURVEY. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
it is intended to utilise the Geological 
Survey of Ireland in issuing the Drift 
Survey, and when it may be expected ; 
whether it is intended to commence the 
Soil Survey of Ireland, and whether it 
will be conducted under the Irish Agri- 
cultural Department ; and whether a 
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sufficient grant and competent staff will 
be provided to enable its being properly 
carried out. 


*Sir J. GORST: The question of the 
Drift Survey is, as I have already stated, 
under the consideration of the Board of 
Education. The question of a_ Soil 
Survey is one for the Irish Agricultural 
Department, not for the Board of Educa- 
tion, which has to do with geological 
surveys only. The last question does 
not arise. 


BOARD SCHOOL SITES IN THE TOWER 
HAMLETS—REHOUSING. 

Mr. THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s) : I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education, having regard to the fact 
that Mr. Wylie, who attended at the 
Limehouse Town Hall on Friday last to 
inquire, on behalf of the Board of Educa- 
tion, as to the eligibility of Blakesley 
Street site for the erection thereon of a 
board school in the Tower Hamlets 
School Board Division, Block H, was 
offered an, alternative vacant site in the 
same block, and was assured on behalf 
of the Stepney Borough Council that if 
the London School Board would exercise 
its responsibilities for rehousing, by 
taking a larger number than twenty 
houses in any slum property, the council 
would willingly co-operate with the 
School Board in any rehousing scheme, 
whether the Vice-President will order 
the Education Department to veto the 
Blakesley Street scheme, which proposes 
to dishouse 120 people in the most con- 
gested and populous district of East 
London, and to accept either of the 
alternative suggestions offered. 


*Sir J. GORST: There has not yet 
been time to consider the Report of the 
Inspector who attended at the inquiry. 


ENGLISH LAND REGISTRY. 

Sirk WALTER FOSTER : I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General whether he can 
state the number of titles registered 
since 1862, when the existing system of 
land registry was established, under 
which it is open to any landowner in 
England to voluntarily register his title ; 
and, having regard to the fact that the 
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system of compulsory registration of 
title, under the Land Transfer Act, 
1897, was to be experimental only, as is 
shown by the provision that the system 
was not to be extended beyond one 
county for three years after the first 
Order making registration compulsory ; 
and, seeing that the new system came 
into operation in the county of London 
under an Order dated 18th July, 1898, 
whether it is intended to hold an inquiry 
into its working before the experimental 
period of three vears expires on the 17th 
July next ; or whether it is proposed to 
test the working of the system in some 
other way, in view of the complaints that 
the system has added to the difficulty 
and expense of dealing with property. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RoBert Frnuay, Inverness Burghs) : 
The total number of titles registered to 
the end of February is 17,281, of which 
756 were prior to 31st December, 189%, 
as appears from the Parliamentary 
Return in July, 1899, No. 304. No 
case for holding an inquiry into the 
working of the Act has been established. 
Its extension is intended to be gradual, 
and its working will be tested from time 
to time by experience of the system in 
actual operation. 

KEIGHLEY SUNDAY LETTER 
DELIVERIES. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
he is aware that on two Sundays in 
February the postman delivering in the 
Knowle Park district of Keighley re- 
turned numbers of undelivered letters ; 
that the delivery of those letters was 
delayed twenty-four hours ; that, on one 
occasion, the postmaster accompanied 
the man round the walk and insisted 
that he should not stay until his knocks 
were answered but should carry away 
the letters; and that, although many 
householders complain that though they 
responded with promptitude, the post- 
man left before they reached the door ; 
and whether he will give instructions to 
the Keighley postmaster to act in such a 
manner as to avoid inconvenience in the 
Sunday morning delivery of letters. 

Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- | 
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LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Sunday 
delivery of letters at Keighley having 
become too protracted, in order to test 
the working of the arrangements, the 
postmaster accompanied one of the post- 
men on his round on the two Sundays 
referred to. He reports that most of the 
houses in the Knowle Park district have 
no street door letter boxes, and that at 
many of them no one came immediately 
to receive the letters. In order that 
other people might not have to wait for 
their correspondence, and that the post- 
man’s Sunday work might not be unduly 
protracted, the postmaster instructed 
the postman, after knocking at the door 
and waiting a reasonable time without 
response, to proceed on his route. In 
the Postmaster General’s opinion the 
postmaster was justified in adopting this 
course. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS IN HIGHLAND 
CROFTING COUNTIES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state how many 
certificates have been issued by the 
Secretary for Scotland, under Section 5 
of the Light Railways Act, 1896 for the 
construction of light railways in the six 
Highland crofting counties ; and will he 
state how many light railways have been 
constructed in these counties since the 
Light Railways Act came into force. 


*Toe SOLICITOR GENERAL For 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Scorr Dickson, Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton): Perhaps I may be 
allowed to answer in the absence of my 
right hon. friend. Five certificates have 
been issued by the Secretary for Scotland, 
but no light railways have been con- 
structed in the six crofting counties. 
MIGRATION FROM SCOTTISH CON- 

GESTED DISTRICTS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state how many 
crofters and cottars have been migrated 
with the assistance of the Congested 
Districts Board from the congested 
districts of the Highlands and Islands of 
Scotland to other districts. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : If the hon. 
Member means me to state the number 
of cases in which crofters and cottars 
have been migrated from the congested 
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districts of the Highlands and Islands of 
Scotland to places outside the congested 
districts area, the answer is that there 
have been none; but there have been, 
and are, in course of progress migrations 
of crofters within the congested districts, 
particulars of which will appear in the 
Report. 


Questions. 


Mr. WEIR: If the information is to be 
furnished with the Report of the Board, 
when will that Report be presented ? 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I hope 
within two months. 
HALF TIMES IN SCOTCH SCHOOLS. 


Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he can state the total 
number of children in Scotland for whom 
additional attendances have been claimed 
for the years ending 30th September, | 
1898, 1899, and 1900 respectively, under 
Article 23 (b) 1 of the Seotch Code, 
1900 ; also the number of such children 
not employed under the Half Time Act 
but over ten years of age, and certified 
by the managers to be prevented from 
giving full attendance at school in conse- 
quence of being beneficially and neces- 
sarily employed at work during school 
hours during the same years respectively. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : With regard 
to the first part of the hon. Member’s 
question, the number of children for 
whom additional attendances were 
claimed under the article quoted in the 
Code of 1900, and under the equivalent 
article in previous Codes was as follows : 
3,402 in 1898, 3,434 in 1899, and 3,082 
in 1900. As regards the second part of 
the question, the number of such children 
not employed under the Half Time Act, 
but certified as described, was: 2,556 
for 1898, 2,318 for 1899, and 1,211 for 
the period ended 30th April, 1900, at | 
which date the article under which this 
allowance was made was abolished. 


| 


ULSTER ASSIZES. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he could 
state when last the Ulster winter assizes 
were held in the city of Londonderry, 
and in what other Ulster towns or cities | 
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have they since been held ; and whether, 
considering that Londonderry has as 
good railway and other accommodation as 
any other town or city in Ulster, the step 
will be taken of holding the winter assizes 
this year in that city. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): Perhaps | may be allowed to reply 
to this question. The winter assizes 
were last held in the city of Londonderry 
in the years 1891 and 1895; in the re- 
maining years since the former date they 
have been held in Belfast and Omagh. 
In the selection of the venue for winter 
assizes the governing consideration is the 
effective, convenient and economical 
administration of justice. This depends 
on a number of changing circumstances 
which vary from year to year, so that it 
is impossible at this period to give the 
undertaking asked for in the question. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman say what are the special 
circumstances which render Belfast so 
favourable a venue / 


Mr. ATKINSON: I cannot do that 
in answer to a question. but if the hon. 
Member will raise the subject on the 
Estimates I shall be happy to give him the 
numerous reasons. 


MOVILLE POLICE. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg *to ask 
theChief Secretaryto t he Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that the three 
superior ofticers of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary stationed at Moville—namely, 
the district inspector, head constable, 
and senior sergeant—are Protestants 
although Moville is a place where over 
three-quarters of the population are 
Roman Catholics; and, seeing that 
some time ago complaint was made to 
the Inspector General by the parish 


| priest of Moville asking to have this 


remedied, whether the promise then 


/ made by him would now be carried out 


so that some at least of the senior officers 
who are Protestants be removed and their 
places filled by Roman Catholics. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
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facts are as stated in the first paragraph. 
No promise was made by the Inspector 
General to the parish priest of Moville 
to the effect mentioned. I understand, 
however, that the senior sergeant, who is 
a Protestant, is about to be transferred to 
another station, and that he will be re- 
placed by a Roman Catholic sergeant. 


Questions. 


THE “GRANUAILLE.” 
Mr. O DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 


Congested Districts Board’s steamer 
* Granuaille underwent her annual 


repairs and survey in England last year ; 
and whether, if the Londonderry Ship- 
building and Engineering Company, 
Limited. are willing to undertake the 
repulr of the steamer on terms similar 
tothose charged the Board by the English 
firm who did the work last year, the 
necessary work of survey and repair 
will be entrusted this year to the London- 
derry company, to which port the “Gran- 
uaille ” often puts in, and thereby give 
employment to a city contiguous to the 
congested districts of Donegal. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The contract for 
repairs to this vessel last year was given 
to a Seotch firm, whose tender was 
considerably less than that of the London- 
derry firm. When the vessel again re- 
quires to be repaired, tenders will be 
invited trom the firms at Derry. 


Mr. O DOHERTY: What was the cost ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: | have not the 
figures with me. 
FISH) CURING STATIONS ON THE 


DONEGAL COAST. 

Mr. BOYLE (Donegal, W.): 1 beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state how many curing stations have been 
erected by the Congested Districts Board 
on the Donegal coast; who are the 
lessees of same ; and why has the curing 
station at Rossbeg been taken from a 
local fisheurer and handed over to a 
Scotchman, although the local man was 


prepared to pay the same rent as the) 


Seotehman. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are ten curing 
stations, all of which save one, sublet to a 
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Scotch firm, are at present on the Board’s 
hands. These stations are only sublet 
for a fishing season, and then to the fish- 
curer who, in the Board’s opinion, offers 
the best terms to the fishermen, regard 
being had to other circumstances, such as 
the business reputation of the applicant, 


LONDONDERRY ASSIZES — SENDING 
TRIVIAL CASES FOR TRIAL. 

Mr. MFADDEN (Donegal, E.): | 
beg to ask the Attorney General for 
Ireland if his attention has been drawn 
to the case of the King v. Sarah Hagan 
and the King rv. Mary Jane M‘Laughlin 
and Mary A. Nelson, heard at the Lon- 
donderry Assizes on 18th March instant. 
and to the observations of Lord Justice 
Holmes commenting on the practice of 
magistrates sending such cases for trial 
at the assizes and putting the county 
to unnecessary expense, and stating that 
the Act under which the defendants 
were tried contemplated that such cases 
should be summarily dealt with and 
the county saved the expense of a trial 
at assizes ; and if, in view of the observa- 
tions of the Lord Justice in these and 
similar cases heard by him at the assizes 
for the north-west circuit, he will con- 
sider the advisability of issuing a circular 
to magistrates to refrain in tuture from 
returning such trivial cases for trial 
when they can be summarily dealt 
with at petty sessions, and also a circular 
to district inspectors of constabulary to 
cease asking Inagistrates to return 
trivial cases for trial, and thus save 
the ratepayers. 

Mr. ATKINSON: In the first 
mentioned the coroner’s jury had found 
a verdict of manslaughter against the 
accused, and it was upon that charge 
she was brought before the magistrates. 
so that they had no option in the matter. 
In the other cases the solicitor concerned 
for the accused applied to have the 
eases disposed of summarily and the 
police officer in charge offered no objec- 

‘tion whatever to that course. The 
Government cannot dictate to the magis- 
trates as to how they should decide 
the cases which may come before them, 
but instructions will be given to the 
police to call the attention of the justices 
'in cases of this character to their power 
‘of disposing of them summarily. 


case 
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GWEEBARRA BRIDGE, CO. DONEGAL. 


Mr. BOYLE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 


Questions. 


Ireland whether his attention as Presi- | 


dent of the Congested Districts Board | 
has been drawn to a resolution of the 
Donegal County Council regarding the | 
condition of the Gweebarra Bridge in | 
the Glenties Rural District, 
Donegal, and urging that the Board 
should take steps to have the bridge 
repaired ; and whether, 


the Board, they will comply with the 
request of the county council. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The bridge was 
completed in December, 
cost to the Board of £9,000. The Board 
is unable to relieve the county autho- 
rities of the responsibility undertaken 
by them in March, 1897, to maintain 
the bridge. 


KILLYDYSART DISTRICT COUNCIL. 
Masor JAMESON (Clare, W.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, having regard to 
the fact that the District Council of 
Killydysart, County Clare, were for- 
bidden by the Local Government Board 
to pay an account due to Mr. Patrick 
M‘Inerney, of Ennis, for timber, and 
that Mr. M'Inerney sued the District 
Council of Killydysart at the last quarter 
sessions and obtained a decree with 
costs against the district council, whether 
the Local Government Board will pay 
these costs incurred by the action of the 
Local Government Board in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The guardians of 
the Killydysart Union inquired from the 
Local Government Board whether they 
could legally pay a sum of money to 


Mr. M'‘Inerney for timber supplied 
between August, 1897, and January, 


1899, but for which he did not present 
his account until August, 1900. The 
Board informed the guardians that in 
view of the terms of Section 51 (7) of 
the Local Government Act, it had no 
power to extend the time for payment 
in the case of sums due since the date 
of passing of the Act, namely, the 12th 
August, 1898. The action of the Board 
consisted merely of explaining the limits 
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bridge has only been recently erected by | 
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‘of its own jurisdiction. The reply to 
| the last query is in the negative. 


Mason JAMESON: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman take steps to see that 
‘the Inspectors of the Local Government 
Board do not unnecessarily interfere in 


‘these local matters ? 


County | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I said that we 


/ have no power. 


But is not the 
that they 


Masgor JAMESON : 
‘right hon. Gentleman aware 
did interfere ? 

order 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, 


1896, at a) 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In view 
of the fact that were incurred 
'in this case owing to the acts of the 
Local Government Board, will the right 
‘hon. Gentleman take steps to have the 
money refunded to the local authority ! 


costs 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid I can 
give no such undertaking. In this case 
the Board put a query to the Local 
Government Board, which replied that 
it had no jurisdiction. I cannot carry 
the matter any further. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT DRUG 
CONTRACTS. 

Mr. FIELD: 1 beg to ask the 

Chief Secretary to the Lord Liew 

tenant of Ireland whether he is 


aware that the Irish firms competing 
for the Supply of Local Government 
Board’s prescribed lists of medicines 
are compelled to offer a discount off the 
scheduled prices ; and that the Apothe- 
caries Hall of Ireland, which holds a 
Royal charter, occupying a semi-official 
position, tenders for those contracts 
under cost price: whether any of the 
members of the Apothecaries Hall hold 
Government appointments ; and whether 
a system will be adopted to enable private 
firms to enter into competition for those 
contracts. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: All firms tender 
upon precisely the same terms (and 
offer an abatement upon the gross cost 
of the articles purchased during the 
year). The Apothecaries Hall enjoys 
no privilege in connection with these 
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contracts. It holds a charter for in- 
struction in medicine, but the com- 
mercial branch transacts business for 
the benefit of the shareholders in the 
same way as any other firm. Private 
firms already compete for these con- 
tracts, and appear to secure about 96 
per cent. of the contracts, andthe Apothe-| Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
caries Hall about 4 per cent. No change | stated that the employment of the male 
is proposed to be made in the system. | nurse referred to was the best arrange- 
I have no information on the second | ment possible in the emergency. Only 


and whether, in view of the fact that the 
spring mackerel fishing industry soon 
opens, he will direct this Gentleman to 
proceed at once to the Isles and take 
such steps as may be necessary to check 
this disease. 











paragraph. 


Mr. FIELD: Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man be good enough to answer the second 
paragraph ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no informa- | 


tion to enable me to do so. 
Mr. FIELD: Why not inquire ? 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS IN COUNTY 
SLIGO. 
Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 


| one fresh case of sickness has since broken 
out, and it is doubtful whether it is fever. 
| There is every reason to hope the disease 
|is checked. The medical inspector visited 
ithe islands on 2lst February, 28th 
| February, and again on Saturday last, 
when he conferred with the medical 
officer of health. and ascertained that 
all due precautions had been carried out. 
'The matter is being dealt with in the 
ordinary way by the rural district coun- 
‘cil, and the Local Government Board 
'sees no reason for interfering in the 
discretion of the council in the choice of 
nurses, or otherwise. 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can | 


state the number of electoral divisions | 


at present scheduled under the Con- 


gested Districts Board in the poor law | 
unions of Tobereurry and Boyle No. 2 | 


{county Sligo), and whether, in view of 
the fact that there are grazing tracts in 
these districts, some of which are adver- 


tised for sale, he will consider the ad- | 
visability of having the whole of these | 
unions scheduled in order to facilitate | 


the sale of the waste lands mentioned to 
the Board. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The numbers are | 


There is no power | 


9 and 3 respectively. 
to schedule as congested areas divisions 
not already scheduled. 


FEVER IN THE ISLES OF ARRAN. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): I beg to | 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether any com- 
plaints have reached him regarding the 


fitness of the person appointed to the | 


position of fever nurse in the Isles of 


BAILIEBOROUGH UNION 
AMBULANCE. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
ean state why the Local Government 
Board have prevented the clerk of Bailie- 
borough Union from paying promptly 
for the horsing of an ambulance van 
hired by them, which would diminish 
the payment to be made; and if he will 
direct more latitude to be given to boards 
of guardians in the future than is now 
allowed by the Local Government Board 
| in such matters. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board did not take the action im- 
| puted to it in the first part of the ques- 
tion. The Board. in order to assist the 
Union in a controversy with the con- 
tractor, suggested that the guardians 
should enter into a permanent contract 
for the performance of such work. The 
| guardians are acting on that suggestion. 


| 


Arran; whether several fresh cases of | 


typhus fever have broken out ; whether | 


he is aware that the medical inspector 
of health has not as yet paid attention 
to the complaints made in this House 
regarding, his non-visitation to the Isles : 


NATIONALIST MEMBERS AND THE 


COMMISSION OF THE PEACE. 
Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
| 
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is aware that Mr. Kendal E. O’Brien, an 
hon. Member of this House, has been 
deprived by the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland of the Commission of the Peace, 
which he held by virtue of his office as 
chairman of the ‘Tipperary District 
Council, and that Mr. O'Brien has been 
twice since re-elected to the position, 
and each time refused the appointment 
by the Lord Chancellor ; whether the 
evidence on which Mr. O’Brien was 
deprived of the Commission of the Peace 
was based on extracts taken from two 
alleged speeches which appeared in 
newspapers, no representatives from 
which were at either meeting; and 
whether, seeing that Mr. John O'Dowd 
and Mr. Conor O'Kelly, both hon. 
Members of this House, were similarly 
superseded, and subsequently — re-ap- 
appointed, there is any reason why Mr. 
O’Brien should not be similarly treated 
by the Lord Chancellor. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The circumstances 
of the case of the hon. Member for Mid 
Tipperary were different from those of 
the Members for South Sligo and North 
Mayo. The first hon. Member, so far 
from seeking to lessen the disqualification 
in respect of which he was removed from 
the magistracy, or allowing time to 
mitigate its force, gave utterance in 
further speeches, as reported in the 
press, to sentiments amounting, in the 
opinion of the Lord Chancellor, to 
further disqualification. The language 
reported to have been used by the hon. 
Member was communicated to him by 
the Lord Chancellor, but he neither 
denied having used it, suggested any 
inaccuracy therein, or disclaimed its 
obvious meaning. 


Mr. CULLINAN: May I ask the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland whether the 
hon. Members of this House who were 
deprived of the Commission of the Peace, 
and have since been restored, admitted 
or denied the language they had used ; 
and also whether these hon. Members 
made any apology whatever previous to 
their re-appointment to the Commission 
of the Peace ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
given the grounds which guided the 
Lord Chancellor in this matter, and I 
ean add nothing. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. O’DOWD: I beg to say that in 


the circumstances in which I| was re. 
appointed I made no apology whatever 
for the views I had stated. I wish to say 
that I was deprived of the Commission 
of the Peace for sympathising with the 
Boers, and afterwards, on my re-election 
as Chairman of the District Council, | 
was re-appointed to the Commission of 
the Peace, and I made no apology for my 
views with regard to the Boers. 


Questions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled to make a 
speech. 


CaPpTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 
there any appeal from the decision of the 
Lord Chancellor in these cases ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No. Sir. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY: In what. par- 
ticulars did the case of the hon. Member 
for Mid-Tipperary differ from the cases 
of the hon. Members for North Mayo and 
South Sligo ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot call on the right 
hon. Gentleman to argue these points. 
| Ministerial laughter. | 


Mr. CULLINAN: I think this is not 
a matter for laughter. I think it is a 
very serious matter. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is not entitled to make 
observations of that kind. 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid) rose. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
Allow me, Sir, to point out that you may 
not be aware that the hon. Gentleman 
who has just risen is one of the hon. 
Gentlemen referred to in this question, 
and he may have a personal explanation 
to make. 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN: I wish to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman why the 
Lord Chancellor refused my application 
after being re-elected last June as Chair- 
man of the District Council ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the hon. 


Member will see that, since 1 have put 
these questions to the Lord Chancellor, 
I cannot answer them without notice. 


Questions. 


GEORGE WHITE'S CLAIM AT 
ANTRIM ASSIZES. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that at the County Antrim Assizes, 
on Thursday, 21st March, Sir George 
White claimed £25 in respect of damage 
done to the windows of his house at 
Knocknacarry, near Cushendun, — for 
which damage the county court judge 
had previously awarded him £4 10s., that 
Mr. Justice Barton considered it was not 
acase of malicious injury, and disallowed 
the claim to compensation ; and whether 
His Majesty's Government will see that 
Sir George White suffers no pecuniary 
loss in this matter. 


SIR 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Government 
have no power to award compensation 
to Sir George White under the cireum- 
stances mentioned. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: Is not this 
the house from which a priest was evicted, 
and has Sir George White turned house- 
grabber ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
CUSTOMS HOUSE EXAMI- 
NATIONS. 

*Mr. O DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state who 
conducts the examinations held at the 
Custom House, Dublin, for candidates 
appointed by the county councils to the 
positions of assistant surveyor in Ireland ; 
in what subjects the candidates are 
examined ; and is the examination con- 
ducted in the same way, and are the 
subjects the same, or have they been 
increased, or has the standard for obtain- 
ing a certificate been raised since the 
coming into operation of the Local 

Government (Ireland) Act, 1898. 


DUBLIN 


Mr. WYNDHAM.: The examinations 
are conducted by the Engineering Depart- 
ment of the Local Government Board. 
The subjects of examination in the case 
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of persons not professionally qualified 
are English composition, arithmetic, 
mensuration, building construction, con- 


struction and maintenance of roads, 
chain levelling and surveying. The ques- 


tions set in these subjects are of an 
elementary character. Before the Act 
of 1898 came into operation, the exami- 
nations were conducted at the oftice of 
the Board of Works, and the subjects 
were mensuration, chain levelling, road 
and drainage works, surveying, and 
estimates for works. 


*Mr. O’DOHERTY : Have the subjects 
increased in numbers since the Local 
Government Board came into operation, 
and is it because the candidates are now 
Nationalists, whereas formerly they were 
Unionists ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 

IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOLS—EXTRA 

SUBJECTS. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state what is the fee paid for Irish 
taught in national schools as an extra 
subject ; are fees paid on general pro- 
ficiency or on individual passes; and 
in what classes, under new rules, may 
children be presented for Irish as an extra 
subject. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Lam not at present 
in a position to make any statement on 
this subject, as the correspondence with 
the Treasury has not yet concluded. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY. 
*Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will grant the Return 
on the Notice Paper for Monday with 
reference to the Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. But 
Galway having been merged into the 
county by the operation of the Local 
Government Act it has now no separate 
authorised police establishment. I ean 
exclude Galway, or include it with a note 
to the above effect. 


*Mr. O’DOHERTY : It is my mistake. 
_I should have put Limerick instead of 
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(Questions. 


Galway. Will the right hon. Gentleman 
grant the Return, if | substitute Limerick 
for Galway. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 


KNOCKBRACK (DONEGAL) 
OFFICE. 

Mr. M'FADDEN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary tothe Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that a sub-post office which has 
been in existence at Knockbrack, Letter- 
kenny, county Donegal, for upwards of 
twenty years was abolished last year ; 
and whether, seeing that the inhabitants 
of the district are unanimous in asking 
that the office be re-opened on the ground 
of public convenience, he will give direc- 
tions to have the old post oftice restored 
to the district, in accordance with the 
memorial to the Postmaster General 
setting forth the inconvenience caused 
by closing this office. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The sub-post office at Knockbrack, 
Letterkenny, was closed last year in 
view of the difficulty of finding anyone 
suitable for the appointment of sub-post- 
master. The postal business of the 
neighbourhood is not sufficient to justify 
the maintenance of a post office, and as 
a house-to-house delivery has now been 
established the office is no longer required 
as a place of call for letters. The Post- 
master General will, however, make a 
further endeavour to find a_ suitable 
person for the office. 


IRISH LANGUAGE IN THE POST 
OFFICE. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 


master General, whether he can say for 
what languages interpreters are employed 
in the General Post Office, London ; and 
whether, seeing that until recently 
efforts were made to deliver letters ad- 
dressed in Irish, he can state who is 
responsible for a circular issued to post 
oftice officials directing them to regard 
all letters addressed in Irish as unde- 
liverable or insufficiently addressed, and 
therefore to make no effort to deliver 
them. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
ordinary staff in the General Post Office, 
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London, is able to deal with correspon- 
dence addressed in most languages, but 
no regular interpreters are employed. 
The Postmaster General doubts whether 
there are many persons, if, indeed, there 
are any, who can write letters in Irish 
and cannot write in English, and he doeg 
not consider it generally practicable to 
make special arrangements for the trans- 


lation of addresses in Irish into English, 


especially in the case of letters posted in 
England. Nevertheless, he has given 
instructions that in the event of a letter 
in Irish passing through an office where 
it can be deciphered, the address shall 
be translated into English and the letter 
sent on to its destination. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: May I 
ask if the hon. Gentleman is aware that a 
number of Irishmen prefer to write 
their letters and address them in the 
Irish language ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
That does not arise out of the question 
on the Paper. The Postmaster General 
has nothing to do with the language in 
which letters are written. If letters are 
written in Irish it will be for the con- 
venience of the parties themselves. 


Mr. WEIR: Will similar instruc- 
tions be given with regard to letters ad- 
dressed in Gaelic ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is it not a 
fact that a number of people living 
in Ireland can only write in the Irish 
language ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. FLAVIN: I will call attention 
to the matter on the Estimates. 


GLENCOLUMBKILLE (DONEGAL) 
EX-SUB-POSTMASTER. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
can give the date of dismissal of the 
ex-sub-postmaster of Glencolumbkille. 
county Donegal, and the date of appoint- 
ment of his successor; whether he is 
aware that the head postmaster of the 
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district removed the post office to the 
house of a man named Byrne, whos- | 
house was the most suitable, and whom 
he recommended for the vacant position, 
and that a memorial, signed by nearly all 
the inhabitants, recommending the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Byrne, was sent to the 
Postmaster General ; and can he explain 
why the position has been filled by the 
appointment of a retired sergeant of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary, who was not 
a householder ; can he suy who recom- 
mended the present sub-postmaster for 
the position, and why a Protestant was 
appointed, seeing that the Roman Catho- 
lies are in a large majority in the district. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
situation of the late sub-postmaster of 
Glencolumbkille, county Donegal, was 
declared vacant on the 25rd December 
last, and it was decided on the 26th ultimo 
to appoint the present sub-postmaster. 
In the interim Mr. Byrne was placed 
in temporary charge of the duties (that 
being the best arrangement which could 
be made at the time), and two memorials, 
signed by inhabitants of the district, 
recommending Mr. Byrne for appoint- 
ment, were received. Mr. Byrne's pre- 
mises, however, were not so conveniently 
situated as the present sub-oftice; and 
there were other reasons against his 
appointment. The appointment of the 
present sub-postmaster was recommended 
by persons on whose judgment the 
Postmaster general can rely ; and, having 
become the tenant of the premises in 
which the late sub-postmaster carried on 
the business, and which were central, 
and otherwise suitable, he was selected 
for the appointment. The Department 
is not concerned with a candidate's reli- 
gious belief, and the appointment in such 
cases is dependent simply on character 
and fitness to perform post oftice work, 


Mr. O'DOHERTY: Can the hon. 
Gentleman say whether the person to 
whom he gave the appointment was a 
member of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
at the date of his application and ap- 
pointment ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


do not know whether that was so or not. 


Mr. O’DOHERTY: Will the hon. 


Gentleman inquire ? 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
will do so if the hon. Member wishes, but 
it does not appear to me to be of any 


consequence. oo 


Questions. 


‘ ' 
o- be 


Mr. O'DOHERTY : Is the hon. Gen- 
tleman aware that this is an Irish- 
speaking district. and that Mr. Byrne 
was an lrish speaker ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot argue the question 
now. 


CAHIR (TIPPERARY) POST OFFICE. 

Mr. CULLINAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represen- 
ting the Postmaster General, whether 
representations have been made of the 
unsuitability of the post office in Cahir, 
county Tipperary ; whether the postal 
authorities have been negotiating for 
more suitable premises ; and if he can 
state what steps will be taken to pro- 
vide a post office in keeping with the 
requirements of this centre. fi 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : A 
scheme for providing a Crown post 
oftice at Cahir on a site in Church Street 
has been sanctioned and the acquisition 
ot the ground is in progress. 


PROTECTION OF IRISH FISHERIES. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty if he can 
state the number and names of gunboats 
detailed for the protection of Irish 
fisheries, and how long ago they were 
detailed for this work. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The fol- 
lowing gunboats are employed in the 
protection of Irish fisheries—namely, 
 Skipjack,” “ Argus,” and ‘ Amelia.” 
The orders under which they are so 
employed were revised and issued in 
the year 1889 ; but gunboats have been 
employed in Ireland on fishery duty for 
many years prior to this. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: What is 
the speed of these sailing cruisers ! 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The speed 
of the sailing cruisers varies with the 
strength and direction of the wind. 
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Mr. FLAVIN: Will the right hon. sik THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 


Gentleman say where these vessels are 


stationed ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER | said he 
could not say. The duty was about the 
coast. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: May 1 


ask whether these sailing ships are of the 
least value against steam trawlers ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That question does 
not arise. The only question on the 
Paper is with reference to the number 
and names of the vessels. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked it 
the hon. Gentleman would cause an addi- 
tional number of cruisers to be sent in 
view of the fact that three were entirely 
insufficient. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
& question of opinion. 


That is 


IRISH UNIVERSITY EDUCATION, 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether [lis Majesty's Government, in 
they should advise His Majesty to 
issue a Roval Commission to inquire into 
and report upon the questions connected 
with university education in Ireland, 
will so frame the ternis of reference to the 
Commissioners as to enable them to 
inquire into the present arrangements 
of Trinity College. Dublin, and to report 
whether any and what changes can be 
made in those arrangements which would 
induce persons not members of the Protes- 
tant Episcopal Chureh to resort more 
freely to Trinity College and make 
more attractive to them. 


Case 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E£.): No, Sir; | should be reluctant to 
increase the controversial difticulties of a 
very difficult and controversial subject by 
including Trinity College within the scope 
of such an inquiry. 


Mr. BRYCE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman before coming to a final de- 
cision consider the effect on the value of 
the findings of the Commission which 


such an exe uson would involve 2? 


| 


} 





N.): Will the First Lord of the Treasury 
a when the debate on the question of a 
Roman Catholic University for Ireland 
will be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The debate on; 
the question that the Speaker leave the 
Chair will come on immediately after the 
Budget, and. if the necessary resolutions 
are obtained on Thursday, the 1&th, | 
should move the Speaker out of the Chair 
on Friday, the 19th. — If it is necessary to 
take more than one day for the necessary 
work of the earlier stages of the Budget. 
then on the Monday tollowing | should 
move the Speaker out of the Chair. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo. E.): Will the 
right hon, Gentleman consider the desir- 
ablenessof not finally settling the terms ot 
reference on the subject of university 
education in Ireland before that debate 
takes place ! 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: L will consider 
the propriety of that suggestion. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE -E. 
RECESS. 

sin JOHN LENG (Dundee) : 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury it he 
can now state when the House will rise 
for the Easter and meet 
for the despatch of business. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | pro- 
bably the convenient with 
regard to the holidays will be to move the 
resolution on the subject on Tuesday 
week at the beginning of business. We 
might then proceed with the private 
Members’ and we should 
return on Thursday, the 18th, when the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will intro- 
duce his Budget. That will be a more 
convenient course than returning on the 
Monday fortnight. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.):-Will th 
Leader of the House state what business 
will be taken this week. 


ASTER 


| beg to 


. : 
Recess again 


think 


most course 


resolutions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: To-morrow 
the Second Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill will be the first order, on Thursday 
the Third Reading. to be followed by the 
Army (Annual) Bill. and on Friday the 
Navy Estimates. 
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1125 Demise of 
Sir WALTER FOSTER: What will 


follow the Appropriation Bill on Thurs- 
day ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Some small Bill 
-the [solation Hospitals Bill, I believe. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—PEACE NEGO- 
TIATIONS WITH GENERAL BOTHA. 
Mr. ALEXANDER URE (Linlithgow- 

shire): I beg to ask leave to move the 
adjournment of the House in order to 
call attention to a definite matter of 
urgent public importance—namely, the 
recent negotiations between Comman- 
dant Botha and Lord Kitchener. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think I ought not 
to submit the question to the House, and 
for this reason :—There is on the Paper 
for to-day the Report of the Vote on 
Account, which, I admit, is not a very 
favourable opportunity of raising such a 
question, but technically it is one. There 
is also fixed for to-morrow the Second 
Reading of the Consolidated Fund Bill, 
on which the subject can properly be 
discussed. When the absence of urgency 
arises from the existence of other oppor- 
tunity for immediate discussion it must 
necessarily be dealt with by the Chair, 
and. in dealing with this question now 
as | am doing, I am simply following 
precedent. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
| wish to call your attention, Mr. Speaker, 
to the fact that the Report of the Vote on 
Account is the last of the Paper, and it 
cannot possibly be reached until a late 
hour, and with regard to to-morrow, by a 
long-standing engagement it has been 
settled that there shall be, on the Second 
Reading of the Appropriation Bill, a dis- 
cussion on the Irish Local Government 
Vote, which will undoubtedly occupy the 
greater part of the sitting. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot go into 
details as to the length of time a debate 
may last on a particular question, but I 
am bound to follow the rulesof the House. 


COMMONS. | 


Mr. Crombie, Mr. Freeman Thomas, 
Mr. Jeffreys, Mr. Heywood Johnstone. | 


VOL. XCI. 
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i Mr. William Jones, Mr. A. K. Loyd, and 
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Mr. Montagu were nominated Members 
of the Select Committee on Commons, 
with Five Members to be added by the 
Committee of Selection.-—-(Sir William 
Walrond.) 


NEW BILL. 


DEMISE OF THE CROWN. 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FInLAy, Inverness Burghs) : 
The object of the Bill which I ask leave 
to introduce is to render unnecessary 
fresh appointments to office on the 
demise of the Crown. The House may 
be aware that, according to the doctrine 
of Common Law, all offices held of the 
Crown were vacated by the death of the 
Sovereign, and fresh appointments by 
the successor were necessary. Until 
such appointments were made _ there 
would be a complete suspension of all 
functions of the body politic. The 
extraordinary inconveniences incident 
tosuch a rule have led to several qualifica- 
tions by statute, but except as to com- 
missions in the Army and Navy, as to 
which the rule was abrogated in 1837, 
it still prevails with the qualifications 
to which I have referred. These qualifi- 
cations may be shortly stated. In 1707. 
by the Act regulating the succession to 
the Crown, it was provided that officers 
in Great Britain and Ireland and the 
Colonies should continue to hold their 
commissions for six months after the 
demise of the Crown, subject, of course, 
to the power of earlier removal ; and in 
1830 this period was for the colonies 
extended to eighteen months. These 
enactments apply only to British do- 
minions, so that offices under the Crown 
in protectorates, which are not techni- 
cally part of the King’s dominions for 
this purpose, and in foreign parts gener- 
ally, would still be vacated immediately 
on the demise of the Crown. As regards 
British dominions, reappointment is 
still necessary within the term of six 
months for the United Kingdom, and 
eighteen months for the colonies. This 
state of the law is productive of incon- 
venience, as the House is aware from the 
numerous questions which have been 
addressed to Ministers as to the tenure 
of office by Justices of the Peace ; and, 


2R 
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indeed, in the case of protectorates, if the | 
rule were acted upon in practice, it would 
produce an entire paralysis of all govern- 
ment until the pleasure of the new 
Sovereign should be made known. It 
has been suggested that the necessity of 
reappointment in consequence of the 
demise of the Crown might have a further 
effect in the case of Ministers 
Crown who are Members of this House. 
The House is aware that in 1867 it was 
provided that, in the case of certain 
Ministerial offices, re-election should not 
be necessary in the case of a Member 
who had held one of these offices at the 
time of his election and afterwards 
accepted another in lieu of the first. 
The suggestion is that reappointment to 
the same office rendered necessary by 
the demise of the Crown is a casus omis- 
sus, and that while no re-election would 
be necessary on appointment to another 
office, reappointment to the same office 
might entail re-election. This, of course, 
would be a somewhat extraordinary 
state of the law. It may well be doubted 
whether reappointment under such cir- 


Supply—- 


of the! 


{COMMONS} 


cumstances would amount to an accept- | 


ance of office under the Statute of Anne 
requiring re-election, but the enactments 


as they at present stand are far from | 


clear, and opinions may differ as to their 
effect on this point. I hope the House 
willagree that the point is not one which 
should be left in any doubt, and that the 
proposed Bill, if passed into law, will very 
properly put an end to a state of things 
under which conceivably this House 
might arrive at one conclusion and the 
Courts of Law at another. The rule 
that offices are held only during the life 
of the Sovereign by whom the appoint- 
ments were made is, in fact, a legacy 
from days in which constitutional govern- 
ment as it now exists in this country had 
not been evolved, when, by the death of 
the Sovereign, Parliament was not only 


ipso facto dissolved, but all executive | 


government, and indeed all judicial 
functions, were regarded as having their 
service in the personal will of the Sove- 
reign for the time being. No good 
reason can be given for the continued 
existence of such a rule at the present 


time, and it is proposed by this Bill that | 
the tenure of office should not be affected 


The Bill 


by the demise of the Crown. 


will apply to all offices under the Crown, 


Sir Robert Finlay. 
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whether within or without His Majesty’s 
dominions, and it is proposed that it 
should take effect as from the last demise 
of the Crown. I have only to add that 
it will not in the slightest degree affect 
the prerogative of the Crown to dismiss 
at pleasure those who hold office, but it 
will only dispense with the necessity for 
reappointment. I beg to move. 


DEMISE OF THE CROWN. 

Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
holding of offices in case of the demise of 
the Crown, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Balfour, and 
Mr. Solicitor General. 


DEMISE OF THE CROWN BILL. 
“To amend the Law relating to the 
holding of offices in the case of the demise 
of the Crown,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 118.] 


SUPPLY [23rp Marcu}. 
(SECOND ALLOTTED Day.) 


Resolutions reported :— 


Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 


A. “ That 118,625 men and boys be 
employed for the Sea and Coast Guard 
Services for the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1902, including 19,805 
Royal Marines.” 

1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,760,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
to defray the Expenses of Wages, etc., to 
Officers, Seamen, and Boys, Coast Guard, 
and Royal Marines, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 


Crvi Services Excesses, 1899-1900. 


2. “ That a sum, not exceeding £24 2s., 
be granted to His Majesty to make good 
Excesses on certain Grants for Civil Ser- 
vices and Revenue Departments, for the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1900, namely :— 

Class I. 
£ s.d. 


Peterhead Harbour ies sc) SZ 
Rates on Government Property... 10 0 0 
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Class VI. 
Hospitals and Charities, lreland 200 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
Post Office ... sui ag . 10 0 0 


Total... £24 2 0” 


tesolutions read a second time. 
First Resolution :—- 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
wished to take that opportunity of saying 
with how much. satisfaction he had 
heard when this Vote was last before the 
House the statement of the hon. Member 
for Dundee as to the great amount to 
which these Estimates had been swollen 
this year. More especially was he glad 
to hear that the hon. Gentleman spoke 
in behalf of the Front Opposition Bench 
and of many Members who sat behind 
them. He thought it was quite time for 
formal expression of dissatisfaction to be 
given from the Front Opposition Bench 
about the very heavy Estimates which 
were becoming customary in this House, 
and which were apparently accepted 
without a word of protest. He had heard 
the First Lord of the Treasury state that 
there was no such word as economy in 
the vocabulary of the House now ; but a 
very good speech had been made by the 
hon. Member for Dundee in behalf of 
more moderate Navy Estimates. The 
position they were in in regard to these 
large Estimates—-the increases in the 
men and money asked for——-was unpre- 
cedented in the history of the country. 
At the close of a long and arduous cam- 
paign, instead of the nation being allowed 
to have a time of rest and quiet and an 
escape from these heavy liabilities, the 
Estimates laid before the House had 
reached unparalleled figures. Only four 
years ago—in 1897—the Army and Navy 
Estimates amounted to £40,000,000 : 
but this year, apart altogether from the 
war, they amounted to £64,000,000, or 
an increase of three-fifths. It seemed to 


him that the question put by his hon. 
friend—why these Estimates were so 
large 1---was a very necessary one for 
them to consider. 


Marcu 1901} 


in order uponthe Report stage. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


| appears to me to be entering on a general 
discussion. This is the Report of Supply 
on Vote A 1, and the hon. Gentle- 
man’s argument must be confined to that 
particular Vote. 


Mr. LOUGH : I thought there was an 
understanding that on this Vote, which 


‘refers to the increase of the number of 


men for the Navy, it would be possible to 
make a general protest against the Esti- 
mates if it were thought well to do so. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am not cognisant 
of any such arrangement. I only know 
what the rule of the House is. 


Mr. LOUGH said he would try and 
keep within the limits Mr. Speaker had 
laid down. He thought they had abun- 
dant evidence that this Vote, as well as 
the Estimates generally, had been brought 
forward in a spirit of panic for which he 
could see no reason whatever. He 
would point out that the standard which 
was adopted by the House and country, 
that our Navy as regards men and ships 
should be equal to the navies of any two 
European Powers, had been entirely 
departed from. Now we seemed to be 
nearly as strong as any three Powers. 
He knew that that was questioned by 
the right hon. Baronet the Member 
for Forest of Dean, but very strong 
reasons could be given in support of it. 
It was quite clear, at any rate, that we 
were doing a great deal more this year 
than necessary if we were only to main- 
tain the old standard. We were more 
responsible than any other Power in the 
world for the great increase in recent 
years of both naval and military expendi- 
ture. That responsibility used to rest 
with France and Germany, but now it 
rested upon England, and he questioned 
whether we were improving our rela- 
tive position, for the more we spent 
the more would the other Powers be 
stimulated to spend. In 1893 the total 
amount which was spent was£30,000,000; 
in this year the Government had spent 
£48,000,000. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member seems to be entering 
upon a general discussion, which is not 


The 


2R2 
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discussion on this Vote must be con- 
fined to the number of men. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) asked the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he had considered the question 
put to him when this matter was before 
the House in the previous week, namely, 
the desirability of obtaining some com- 
parative statement as to the strength 
of the active lists of the navies of the 
world. When occupying the position 
which the hon. Gentleman held, some 
six years ago, he had obtained such a 
statement, and a very important state- 
ment it was, as it enabled the House to 
compare the active strength of our Navy 
with that of other navies. He believed 
that the Intelligence Department of the 
Admiralty could arrive at a fairly accu- 
rate idea, and he felt that the country 


would be gratified if the hon. Gentleman | 
would promise that such a statement | 


would be prepared. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) disclaimed any intention of occupying 
the time of the House upon this subject, 
but said he could not allow the Vote to 
go without a protest. A very substantial 
increase of men had been asked for on 
those voted in the previous year, an 
increase of 4,000, and it was worthy of 
the attention of the House to remember | 
that there was no finality about this | 
matter. The numbers asked for in- 
creased year by year, and he thought 
the Government ought to say what their 
policy was with regard to these naval 
Estimates. Was it intended to go on 
year after year for all time asking 
for increases of men and money, or was 
there a standard which the Government 
desired to reach and with which they 
would be satisfied when it was attained ? 
The Irish Members had every reason 
to be dissatisfied with these Estimates, 
because Ireland derived very little benefit 
from the Navy. There were only three 
gunboats on the coast of Ireland protect- 
ing fisheries, manned by comparatively 
few men, and it was therefore hard that 
Ireland should be asked to agree to this 
large increase, the cost of which would 
in agreat measure fall upon her. Before 


increasing the number of men in the 
Navy he would like to hear whether the 
Government had put themselves into 


Mr, Speaker. 
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communication with the great self- 
governing colonies of the Empire, and 
asked them whether they were prepared 
to bear any share of the enormous cost 
which this great increase involved. 
The colonies paid little or nothing in 
support of the Navy, and if the Goverr, 
ment had not done so it was not un- 
reasonable to ask them to approach the 
colonies in this matter, and ask them 
whether they were prepared to bear the 
expense of, say, 500 of the men asked for 
in the Vote. 





| *THe SECRETARY to THE ADMI- 
| RALTY (Mr. ArNorp-Forster, Belfast, 
|W.) apologised for having omitted to 
| answer the question of the hon. Member 
| for Dundee, who had asked for a Return 
| of the active lists—the personnel of the 
| navies of the world. He did not agree 
with the suggestion that such a Return 
should be produced. In dealing with the 
French Navy it would be necessary 
to include the Inscription Maritime. 


The active list of the Russian Navy 
did not include the’ men of the 
volunteer fieet, while that of the 


United States contained enlisted men and 
landsmen. They would be comparing 
a number of things so absolutely dis- 
similar that they would greatly mislead 
the public by issuing a Return of the active 
personnel of the various navies. The 
Return of the matériel published in 
response to a request of the Member for 
Forest of Dean was, he thought, a much 
more satisfactory criterion of the com- 
parative strength of the navies of the 
world. He was very much in sympathy 
with the views of the hon. Member for 
East Clare, and he most fervently desired 


that we should have contributions 
from all our great colonies to our 
Navy as well as to our Army. But he 


would point out that this was not made 
easier when an hon. Member described, 
as the hon. Member for Limerick did 
describe, the contributions from the 
colonies to the Army as being composed 
of ** gaol-birds ”’ and “* corner boys.” 


*Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W. R. 
Holmfirth), who was very indistinctly 
heard, was understood to say that he asso- 
ciated himself with the opinions expressed 
by the hon. Member for West Islington 
that there ought to be greater control of 
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this military and naval 


Supply— 


expenditure, 
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was likely to happen on this very import- 


which was piling up year after year to an ant question. 


enormous extent. Even those who 
thought it was all very well in times of 
good trade would find that in times 
of depression it would inflict a great 
burden upon the country. He maintained 
that it was an entirely unnecessary, ex- 
travagant, and wild expenditure, and he 
should protest against it by his vote. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) asked how 
the Vote for the increased number of men 
stood with regard to firemen and stokers. 
He pointed out that these men had 
a strong and natural disinclination to 
work the Belleville or any water-tube 
boilers, having regard to the constant 
accidents which were happening and the 
danger attendant on working them, and 
he asked to know whether a refusal on 
the part of these men to work these 
boilers would entail any punishment 
upon them. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said he 
wished to address a question to the First 
Lord of the ‘Treasury. When the Army 
Estimates were before the House, the right 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of State 
for War stated that one of his proposals 
was an increase in the number of men in 
the Army; that this was to relieve them of 
the responsibility of manning the coaling 
stations, and that the Admiralty would 
naturally take over that responsibility. 
The Secretary to the Admiralty the 
other day gave them to understand that 
the Admiralty viewed that proposal with 
disfavour. There was no doubt that the 
Admiralty and the War Department 
were at conflict on this very important 
matter. It was an open secret that the late 
Board of Admiralty were adverse to this 
proposal, and he could certainly say that 
the Board previous to the late Board of 
Admiralty were hostile to it. The position 
was this: If the War Department was not 
going to relieve the Navy of this responsi- 
bility, the new scheme would not increase 
the effective force by 5,000 men, as the 
Secretary for War foreshadowed the 
otherday. If the Admiralty meant tostand 
firm and not be cajoled into taking over 
the responsibility. he thought this was 
the opportunity to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury to give the House and the 
country some enlightenment as to what 





Tue FIRST LORD or toe TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, E.): 
When my right hon. friend the Secretary 
of State for War referred to what he 
considered the desirability—and what 
from many points of view is the desira- 
bility—of handing over the garrisoning 
of coaling stations to the Admiralty, he 
did not state, and he would not have 
been justified in stating, that the matter is 
one which has been finally decided upon. 
It was still under discussion. As the hon. 
Gentleman is aware, there is a great 
variety of opinion upon the subject, and 
probably neither the Admiralty nor the 
War Office is very desirous of having 
handed over to them the somewhat un- 
grateful task of garrisoning these naval 
fortresses. It would be impossible for 
me to make any definite statement as to 
a policy which is still undecided, but of 
course we cannot wait for our number of 
men for the Navy until that decision has 
been taken. I do not think this matter 
strictly relevant to the Vote before the 
House. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said the reasons which the 
Secretary to the Admiralty gave for not 
making a comparison between the British 
Navy and those of other Powers showed 
clearly how well the British Navy com- 
pared with others. That being the case, 
he would ask the hon. Gentleman 
whether, under the circumstances, there 
was really any justification for this 
enormous increase in the number of men 
the House was asked to sanction. He 
wished also to ask why the Government 
did not do a little more in the way of 
developing the fishery harbours. If 
this country were ever unfortunately 
engaged in a maritime war, it would 
have to depend to a great extent for its 
reserves of men upon the seafaring class, 
and more particularly the fishermen. 
Could not something of permanent 
utility be done in that direction, which 
would be an additional source of strength 
to the country in time of war, instead 
of making large additions from time to 
time in the numerical strength of the 
Navy ? 

*Stir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I do not think the 








1135 Supply— 


answer of the First Lord of the Treasury | 


is quite as full as we might desire. I 
should like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether the number of men we are 
now voting for the Navy does or does 
not include the number of men that 
will be required if the Admiralty take 
over the garrisoning of the coaling sta- 
tions! The Secretary to the Admiralty 
has said that the Secretary of State for 
War was expressing only a_ personal 
opinion on the expediency of the Navy 
taking charge of these stations. I should 
assume, unless I am told to the contrary, 
that this Vote is on the basis that they 
really do not contemplate taking charge 
of the coaling stations. That is a curious 
position, because the plan of the Secre- 
tary of State for War of reinforcing his 
Regular troops so as to have 120,000 
men always ready to go abroad depends 
to a certain degree upon the Navy dis- 
charging this duty. The hon. Gentle- 
man in charge of the Vote says the Navy 
does not want this duty, but the House 
ought not to pass the Vote until we have 
a clear understanding as to who is going 
to garrison the coaling stations. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I[ can 
satisfy the right hon. Gentleman. In 
any case there will be no change in the 
course of the present year. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 


what becomes of your Army plan ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No one has 
suggested that the whole Army scheme 
should be carried out in the next twelve 
months. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: What 
! understand is that the number of the 
Regular forces which may be required 
to go abroad at any moment depends on 
the Navy taking over the charge of the 
coaling stations. Therefore we are to 
assume that for the present the Navy 
will not take over the coaling stations. 
The next time we have an opportunity 
of examining the Secretary of State for 
War we must ask him what has become 
of that part of his plan, which was cer- 
tainly assumed to be most essential to 
the efficiency of the force of 120,000 
men which is to be ready for all eventu- 
alities. The scheme will at least be 
lame of one foot. 


Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} 


Then 





1136 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said it 
seemed to him extraordinary that the 
War Office and the Admiralty should 
not have made up their minds on this 
somewhat important matter. ‘The diffi- 
culty of getting men was the crux of 
both positions, and the country and the 
world were taken into the confidence of 
the Government in a way that indicated 
there was a difference of opinion between 
the two Departments. He regretted 
that anything had been said about this 
until the Government were in a position 
to state that some final decision had 
been come to. It was hardly in accord- 
ance with the past traditions of the 
Government when there was this dif- 
ference of opinion that they should state 
it in the House. 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) said charges had_ been 
made against the Government by the 
Member for West Monmouthshire and 
the Member for West Islington which 
were a little difficult to understand in 
their contradictoriness., They were told 
over and over again that the House 
should be taken into the confidence of 
the Government, that the Government 
should not come there with a cut-and- 
dried scheme, but that the House should 
have the opportunity of debating the 
scheme and advising the Government 
according to their collective wisdom. 
Then hon. Members availed themselves 
of the opportunity when it arose for 
attacking the Government because there 
was apparently a want of cohesion be- 
tween the Departments. It seemed to 
him, having regard to the number of 
hon. Members in the House who had 
Service experience, that it was most 
desirable that the Government should 
take the sense of the House upon the 
question whether or not the coaling 
stations should be dealt with by men 
belonging to the Army or Navy. There 
fore he ventured to think, now that the 
question was open for debate, it was one 
well worthy the attention of the House. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire appeared to 
suggest that if these men, numbering 
about 7,000 altogether, were not borne 
by the Navy, the whole of the Army 
scheme was destroyed. 


*Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT : 


it would be lame of one foot 
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I said 
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Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 


one foot was half the power of the Army. 
There was obvious exaggeration in the 
suggestion of the right hon. Gentleman, 
which he was sure the House would appre- 
ciate almost the moment it was made. 
It seemed to him that the Admiralty 
Board would be ill advised if they were 
to deal with this question without the 
fullest consideration. That the Service 
Members were capable of assisting the 
Admiralty Board he felt perfectly cer- 
tain. He wished to refer to a matter 
which the Secretary to the Admiralty 
left largely untouched in his reply the 
other night—the question of theengineers 
of the Fleet. There was an amount 
of quiet discontent among the engineers, 
but they would continue to do their 
duty, notwithstanding the apparent 
want of sympathy with them which 
was shown by the Admiralty Board. 
He urged that the Board should grant 
them the one privilege of rank which 
they asked. This matter was not new. 
He believed it was thoroughly understood 
by the Secretary to the Admiralty. 
He would remind the hon. Member 
that there had been inquiries extending 
over several years in regard to this 
question. Lord Lansdowne, in a recent 
speech apropos of Army doctors, used 
these pregnant words— 


“It has sometimes been said, what does 
rank matter? Is not the title of doctor or 
surgeon by itself to be regarded asa title, 
which any one should be proud to bear with- 
out further adjuncts’ I think the answer to 
this question is that, in the Army rank is the 
outward and visible sign of consideration and 
authority, and it is necessary in the military 
profession that a man should have a military 
stamp to distinguish him and to secure him 
his proper place among his comrades.” 


Admiral Sir J. O. Hopkins, who was 


formerly a Lord of the Admiralty, and 


lately served as Commander-in-Chief on 
the Mediterranean Station, had used 
these words— 


‘*And now let me touch on the vexed ques” 
tion of the position of the engineers, and 
suggest that the time has arrived to accord 
them executive rank. Their duties are purely 
executive, and should be recognised as such, 
and the recognition cannot, in my opinion, 
clash in any single instance with the other 
executives.” 


The Secretary to the Admiralty had 
stated that there 
if given 


ras no possibility of 


engineers, executive rank, 
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‘ranking in the Navy in such a way 
that they would be able to assume, 
ultimately, executive command of a 
ship. There was no suggestion or 
desire on the part of engineers that 
they should be able to do so. All they 
had asked for was that they should have 
the same relation to the men under them 
as the marine officer had to the men 
under his command. That was the one 
thing which the engineers were pressing 
for. It was the universal feeling amongst 
engineers of the Fleet. This was not a 
matter of philanthropy or of grievance ; 
it was rather a matter of making the Fleet 
absolutely efficient by getting the very 
best men for a position with so large a 
responsibility, and keeping them con- 
tented. He did not wish to press this 
matter ad nauseam. The matter was 
thoroughly understood by the Secretary 
to the Admiralty, and he felt certain 
that if a reasonable amount of time was 
allowed to the Board of Admiralty, with 
the co-operation of the hon. Gentleman, 
some reform would be made. He 
regretted, however, from communica- 
tions which had reached him that the 
statement made by the hon. Gentleman 
was so- little satisfactory and so little 
encouraging that he thought it would 
be desirable to press the matter upon 
him once more. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I entirely sympathise with my 
hon. friend’s contention, and I think 
the change must be made sooner or 
later—the sooner the better. I merely 
wish to point out, however, that there 
is no right on the part of the marine 
officer on board ship to exercise such 
functions. The captain can delegate 
to the marine officer the power to inflict 
punishments for minor offences, and 
that, I understand, is all my hon. friend 
claims on behalf of the engineers. The 
engineers are becoming so important 
a unit in the Navy that you ought 
to approach this question in a somewhat 
larger spirit. My opinion is that if they 
had this executive authority, you ought 
to organise the engineer branch asa unit 
in itself, the same as the Royal Engineers 
in the Army, and the marine force in the 
Navy. The question should be approached 
from the point of view rather of the 
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Service than of the engineer. In the 
First Lord’s statement there is a very 
remarkable passage with regard to the 
wastage in the marine force. He points 
out that that wastage is greater than it 
has been for a great many years, but 
he does not tell us what is the wastage 


Supply— 


{COMMONS} 
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shore. I am told, but it is a difficult 
thing to establish, that as a matter of 
fact, if you compare the gunnery and 
torpedo branch of the Navy with the 
marine artillery or marine branch, it will 
be found that you are now keeping the 
marine branch at sea longer than the 





of the executive and engineering branches 
Is the wastage in the 
marine branch on the increase, and is it 
it has 
If so, can the Secretary to the Admiralty 
I am informed 
that it is because the marine force has 
not been kept up in the same propor- 
tion with the Navy proper as formerly, 
instead of, as 
times, the marine spending most of his 


of the Navy. 


greater now than 


give any reason for it ? 


and that 


time on shore, and the 


at sea, he now spends more of _ his 
time at sea relatively to his time on 52. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E 
Anson, Sir Wi liam Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
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Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
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Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Bain, Col. James Robert 
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Boseawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 
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Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brooktield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


Sir John Coloimb. 


ever been ? 


in former 


smaller part 


AYES. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh.) 
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Dixon-Ha:tland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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Edwards, Frank 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Etibank, Ma-ter of 
Elliot, Hon. A Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 


bluejacket branch. 
state of things. 
my hon. friend whether he can throw 
any light on the question of wastage, and 
give us any information as to its cause. 
and whether it is exceptionally great in 
that particular branch of the Navy 
in comparison with the executive and 
engineering branches. 


The House divided :— Ayes. 
(Division List No. 4.) 


That is not a right 
I therefore merely ask 


Question put. 


303 : Noes, 


Faber, (:eorge Denison 
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Feilowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
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Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J F (Sheffield, Brightside) 
Hornby, Sir Williain Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenry Cecil 
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Supply— 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Blake, Edward 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Havsiland- 

Burns, John 
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| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 





Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
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Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edwaru T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeun, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, RtHnC. R( Northants) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
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Stock, James Henry 
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Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
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Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-( Birn 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eition) 


Su ppl y— 


Second resolution :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. KEARLEY: In connection with 
this Vote | want to put before the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty what I deem to be 
a practical point with reference to 
recruiting. At the present moment the 
Navy is recruited in those districts where 
the Service is held to be a hereditary 
service. In the constituency I represent, 
fathers and sons have for generations 
gone into the Navy, and it is the same in 
other naval ports. The suggestion I make 
is that the Admiralty should consider 
the advisability of recruiting by recruit- 
ing officers in country districts. The 
country boy has many advantages. He 
is healthy, and so on, and for the stoker 
class especially | would suggest there are 
many advantages to be gained by sending 
recruiting officers into the country 
districts. If a boy in a country district 
wishes to join the Navy, he has nowhere 
to apply except possibly to a clergyman 
or at the police station, where you 
circulate recruiting notices. Neither of 
these is the proper medium to which a 
boy would be likely to apply, but if there 
was a petty officer recruiting in an 
agricultural district, say one ofticer to 
each county, | am perfectly certain you 
would get shoals of recruits. But it 
would be necessary to send a man down 
into the country in uniform. A country 
boy's idea of a sailor isa man in serge and 


soon. He would not understand a cloth 


coat. His only conception of a sailor is a | 


man wearing blue serge and the ordinary 
get-up of a sailor. I make the suggestion 
because I think it is a practical one. 
There is no getting away from the fact 
that the Navyis the more popular Service. 
The Army may have some complaint 
because you are poaching on their pre- 
serves, but they are not so likely to get 
such a large number of men from the 
country districts into the Army, whereas 
if a man goes away from a country 
district into the Navy and puts in his 
full time, as the majority of them do, he 





{COMMONS} 


Sullivan, Donal 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N. 
Wilson, HenryJ.(York, W. R.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan, 


Navy Estimates, 


comes back with a good pension and is 
a good advertisement for the Navy. 
You are wanting 4,000 or 5,000 recruits, 
and | should be glad to hear whether 
the hon. Gentleman thinks this sugges- 
tion a practical one. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB said he desired 
to direct the attention of the Secretary 
to the Admiralty to the annoyance and 
vexation that many naval officers were 
put to by the in and out system of full 
pay and half pay. He would not ask 
for an immediate answer, but would 
give an illustration which would convey 
the point he wished to make. A ship 
‘ame home, and was paid off. An 
ofticer got leave, and was on full pay for 
a certain period. He was then put on 
half pay, although he was about to 
be appointed to a guardship on full pay. 
He would give an instance of an officer at 
| Chatham who, although it was known 
he was about to be appointed to a ship 
at Devonport, was put on half pay 
for a day or two previous to his 
appointment in order that he, and not 
the country, should pay his travelling 
expenses to Devonport. It was a con- 
stant trick on the part of the Admiralty 
to put an officer on half pay for a few 
days, with the result that he had to pay 
his own travelling expenses to join a 
ship. That led to great annoyance, and 
was very unjust. He merely wished to 
publicly direct the attention of the 
Secretary of the Admiralty to the way 
in which things were manipulated at 
the Admiralty with a view to justice 
being given to officers in the circum- 
stances he had mentioned. 








Mr. FLYNN said he desired to make 
a few observations of a general character, 
and also a few remarks of a local character. 
There was an increase of practically a 
quarter of a million in the amount of 
the appropriations in aid, and_ surely 
they were entitled to ask when finality 
in such an increasing expense would be 
reached. If the House voted nearly six 
millions of money, in another year or 
two the alarmists would start fresh 
sensational rumours about England being 
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on the brink of invasion, there would be 
sensational pamphlets and paragraphs, 
and another increase of a million or two 
would be asked for, and Estimates 
already swollen would be still further 
swollen. There should be a_ protest 
against the continual increase of the 
Estimates, and it was time that the repre- 
sentatives of the taxpayers raised their 
voices against it. The Admiralty was 
stirred by every league and movement 
and plunged into greater and greater 
extravagance. Notwithstanding Ireland’s 
enormous contribution to the Navy the 
Irish Members could not obtain from 
the Secretary to the Admiralty a guaran- 
tee that ships other than old tubs would 
be sent to protect the Irish fisheries; yet 
Australia was well provided with ships, 
although it contributed only £30,000 to 
the expenses of the Navy. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 
tribution is £156,000. 


Supply— 


The con- 


Mr. FLYNN said there was a contribu- 
tion of £14,000 in another Vote, and the 
wealthy and populous Australian colonies 
only paid the interest on the amount 
spent of the construction of the ships 
they had. Here was a contribution of 
only £30,000 from Australia, while that 
from Ireland was two and a quarter 
millions, and yet they could not obtain 
from the Admiralty the necessary gun- 
boats for the protection of Irish fisheries. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question of the Irish fisheries does not 
come within this Vote. I would further 
remind the hon. Member that it is not in 
order to raise the question of the financial 
relations of Ireland on Report of Supply 
on the number of men for the Navy. 


Mr. FLYNN said he was only drawing 
a lesson, and not discussing the financial 
relations of Ireland. He was calling 
attention under Sub-head K to the very 
small contributions given by Australia 
and India to the support of the Navy ; 
and he thought that the Admiraltyshould 
direct the attention of the Australian 
colonies, now federated into a mighty 
Empire, with enormous resources, increas- 
ing wealth and population, to the fact 
that they ought to contribute a larger 


share than they did to the cost of the 


Nav y. 
not. 


He failed to see why they should 
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*Str JOHN COLOMB, on a point of 
order, said that the sum of money con- 
tributed by the colonies was on Vote 16, 
and could be discussed when that Vote 
was reached. 


Navy Estimates, 


Mr. FLYNN said that the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman was quite wrong. It 
was quite possible that there was another 
appropriation dealing with maintenance, 
but he was looking at Vote K. The other 
Vote was for a sum of £14,000 odd, pay- 
able by way of interest on capital ex- 
penditure for the construction of the 
ships of the Australian squadron. His 
point was that the contribution of the 
Australian colonies to the maintenance 
of the Navy was altogether inadequate in 
view of the increasing taxation in this 
country. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In reply to 
the hon. Member for North Cork, I have 
already said all that there is at present 
to say in regard to the question of colonial 
contributions to the Navy. The hon. 
Member for Devonport spoke of increas- 
ing the facilities for recruiting for the 
Navy in the inland counties. 1 think it 
is proved that even in the western coun- 
ties we. as a rule, get the boys for the 
Navy from the inland and agricultural 
districts rather than from the sea-side 
towns. The sea-side boys generally go 
into the fishing fleet. The boys who 
enter the Navy do so more from having 
read books than from seeing ships. As a 
matter of fact, 1 am happy to say that at 
present we have experienced no serious 
difficulty in obtaining a full supply of well- 
qualified boys for the service of the Fleet. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) said that the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Admiralty had stated in answer to a ques- 
tion put to him that there were five coast- 
guard gunboats to watch the Irish fish- 
eries. He thought from his knowledge 
of the subject that that was a mistake—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will find an opportunity of dealing with 
that question ona later Vote. 


Mr. JOYCE: I defer to your judg- 
ment on this matter, Mr. Speaker. | 
would not defer to anybody else’s judg- 
| ment in this House. But | find on this 
| Vote of five millions a portion of the 
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money is for the payment of the coast- 
guard vessels. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : These are 


not coastguard vessels. 


Mr. JOYCE said he would raise his 
point at the proper time if he was not 
in order now. But he found one portion 


of this five millions was for the victualling | 


of the Navy—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is a separate 
Vote. The question before the House 
is merely that of the pay of the men, 
and if the hon. Member wants to say 
anything on that he will be relevant. 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.) 
wished to call attention to a most deserv- 
ing class in the Navy—the boatswains. 


Four years ago the Admiralty had given | 
the gunners an extra pay of eighteen- | 


pence a day, and he saw no reason why 
the equally deserving class of boatswains 


should not have had the same money. | 


He confessed that in his own time in the 


Service, when all the ships were masted, | 


the boatswains were of more use than 
now, but what with the increase in 
education the boatswains were in these 
days as well up in gunnery and_ torpedo 
work as the warrant  ofticers, 
pressed on the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty to give them the same rate of pay 
as the warrant officers. 
the Admiralty would send to the West 
Coast of Ireland a 
induce the boys there to join the Navy. 
In his own county he had done the best 
he cou!d to induce boys to join the Navy, 
which he thought one of the finest ser- 
vices in the world; and he believed a 
training ship in Loch Swil:y would do a 
great deal of good. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said 
that Irish Members looked at the ques- 
tion of the Navy from a different point 


of view from other hon. Members who | 


regarded it from the purely British 
or colonial standpoint. Irish 
had unfortunately different 
to protect. 


interests 


cost of the Navy was merely an insurance | 
for the safe carrying on of British trade, 
but Ireland had no foreign trade to 
protect, and he thought the colonies, 


Mr. Joye. 
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and he) 


He also wished | 


training ship to} 


Members | 


It had been said that the) 


1148 


with their expanding trade, ought to 
contribute more than they did to these 
gigantic Votes. 


Navy Estimates. 


COMMANDER YOUNG (Berkshire, Wo- 
|kingham) wished to re-echo what had 
| been said by his hon. and gatlant friend in 
| regard to the pay of the warrant officers 
|in the Navy; and he felt certain that 
the Secretary to the Admiralty would 
give those interested in this subject an 
opportunity of laying their views fully 
before him on this matter. He hoped 
the filling up of the ranks of the chief 
warrant officers would not be so long 
delayed in the future as in the past. 
For instance, the chief boatswain or 
the chief carpenter standing on the 
list first for promotion ought to be 
| promoted almost immediately ; for, if 
not, he might die in the meantime and 
his widow would lose all the advantages 
of pension of the rank to which he ought 
long before to have been promoted. 
'The hon. Member for Devonport had 
spoken of the advantages of recruiting 
‘for the Navy in the rural districts, and 
expressed the hope that it would be 
| extended. He should suggest that when 
the Admiralty sent an officer to recruit 
they should send one likely * to go down.” 
A man came to his district who could 
not spin a yarn, sing a song, nor dance 
a hornpipe, and objected to sit up late 
}at night. From what he heard, the 
people in the neighbourhood said that 
if the Admiralty could not send a better 
inan they had better send none at all. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
desired to support the hon. Member 
who had been urging the importance 
of going to new recruiting districts for 
|the Navy. There were no better districts 
than the coasts of the United Kingdom, 
and no better material could be found 
than on the north and north-west cozst 
of Scotland. The Admiralty had been 
good enough to promise that the 
‘* Northampton” training ship should 
Visit Stornoway in the autumn, but that 
was not enough—a training — ship 
should be permanently stationed in 
the district. A large sum was down 
on the Vote for the coastguard. He 
| would ask that the coastguard should 
| be instructed to report cases of illegal 
trawling, and he thought the Naval 
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Reserve at Stornoway should be pro- 
vided with something better than model 


cus. 


Supply— 


*\fr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 

*Mr. WEIR said he was only anxious 
that the Naval Reserve men should be 
allowed the opportunity of becoming 


expert gunners. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) 
joined in the protest of the hon. Member 
tor North Cork that the self-governing 
colonies did not contribute to the Navy 
the same amount in proportion to their 
resources and population as Ireland did. 
Ireland was an agricultural country 
which fed herself, and consequenrly she 


had no commerce to protect ; and there- | 


iore the supremacy of the British Navy 
was quite immaterial to them in Ireland. 
The hon. Member for North Fermanagh 
had said that they in Ireland were inte- 
rested in this Vote as the Government had 
stationed a training ship in Lough Swilly. 
The constituency he represented  ex- 
tended all round Lough Swilly, and he 
had been there quite recently, but he 
siw no training ship, unless it was one 
of the new invisible submarine boats. 
ireland gained nothing from the expen- 
diture on the Navy. Not many months 
ago the Corporation and people of Derry 
sent a petition to the Admiralty 
asking that the Channel Fleet should 
visit Lough Foyle—a request which had 
also been made the previous year—but 
nothing had come of it except a formal 
acknowledgment of the receipt of the 
letter. The suggestion of the hon. 
Member for Ross-shire that the coast- 
guard should take some share in the 
looking after illegal trawling had much 
to commend it, and he hoped the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty would take note of 
it. His constituency was altogether 
maritime, and he had to complain of the 
large number of English steam trawlers 
which were investing their waters. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member is not in order in debating 
the Irish Fisheries on this Vote. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY said that with due 
respect to the Speaker the cost of the 
roastguards was on this Vote, and he 


thought the coastguards should be asked 
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to report on any illegal trawling that 
took place in local waters. The coast- 
guards, moreover, had a great deal of 
leisure time, and they could carry 
out the recommendations of the Com- 
mission on Salmon Fisheries without 
much fatigue to themselves. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


does not arise on this Vote. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) said that as 
the Government had refused to send any 
portion of the Fleet to protect the Irish 
fishing industry, they were perfectly justi- 
fied in asking whether the coastguard, 
which was on this Vote, could not be em- 


_ ployed in that duty. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
cannot go into the question of employing 
thecoastguardin protecting Irish fisheries. 
That is a matter which comes under 
some other Vote. 


Mr. FLAVIN bowed to Mr. Speaker's 
ruling, but he would ask what were the 
duties of the coastguard? Were Irish 
Members not justified in saying that if 
their constituents were compelled to con- 
tribute a portion of the annual payment 
to the coastguard, they were entitled to 
claim an explanation of what their duties 
were, and whether these duties could not 
be extended to the protection of the Irish 
fisheries when they were refused protec- 
tion from any other sources. Knowing 
the condition of the Irish fisheriesjthey, 
had made application year after year for 
protection—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: I have told the 
hon. Gentleman that he cannot go into 
the question of illegal trawlers. 


Mr. FLAVIN said that with all due 
respect he was not going into that ques- 
tion. He was only pointing out that if it 
was necessary to prevent a long discussion 
on this Vote, more than ordinary atten- 
tion should be paid to asking the coast- 
guard to afford some protection to the 
Irish fisheries. If he was in order he 
would like to ask what justification there 
was for increasing the number of men 
or ships in the Navy. What were they 
going to receive in return for this vast 
amount of money? None of His 
Majesty’s ships were either built or re- 
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paired in Ireland. Perhaps a certain 
number of men were recruited there, but 
that was an unwise thing, in his opinion, 
from an Irish point of view. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentle- 
man is entirely out of order, and I really 
must ask him to conform to my ruling. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I most respectfully 
bow to your ruling, but, as the £5,000,000 
is part and parcel of the naval expenditure 
of this country, I thought I was entitled 
to discuss it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question is 
whether £5,000,000 should be voted for 
the pay of officers and men. The hon. 
Member is now going into the compara- 
tive sizes of the navies of Britain and other 
countries, and other matters which do 
not arise on this Vote. 


Mr. FLAVIN said he was not going 
into an elaborate discussion of the whole 


question, but he thought he might. be | 
justified in saying that the expenditure | 


was not warranted, considering the 


revenue of the country as compared | 
Na- | 
tionalist Members considered that they | 
were justified in protesting against all | 
The people whom | 
they represented received nothing in | 56. 


The 


with the naval expenditure. 


such expenditure. 
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return for the money. They had asked 
for the protection of their fisheries, and 
that had been refused, and the only 
thing the Nationalist Members could do 
was to get up and protest night after 
night, and session after session against 
As long as 
the House continued to refuse to do 
justice to the fair claims of lreland there 
was no other course open to them but 
to harp away until that country was 


Navy Estimates. 


allowed to manage her own affairs. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 


Green) said that until the Irish Members 


got a more sympathetic answer from the 
Secretary to the Admiralty in regard to 
the appointment of Roman Catholic 
chaplains in the Navy it would be a very 
unwise thing to take any lad of that 
faith from his home and put him in the 
Navy, where he would not get the conso- 
lation of his religion. This Vote was 
asked for the purpose of providing an 
increased number of men, and he thought 
they had a perfect right to ask how 
many of the men would be apportioned 
to Ireland to assist in protecting the 
Irish fisheries. 


Question put. 


The House divided : Ayes, 318 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 97.) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Al‘husen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-For-ter, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herb. Hevry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird,John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r. 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Kt. HnSirM. H.( Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants 
Bell, Richard 


MM). Flavin. 





AYES. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.( Middlesex) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Bronner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Carson, Kt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, Rk. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) | 


Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore’r 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. © 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Coulomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmar t hen 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardiga" 
Dewar,John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dewar, T. R.(T'r’ml’ts,SGeo. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, James H. 
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Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Edwards, Frank 

Eze'ton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | 
Faber, George Denison 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, “harles 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobertPenrose- | 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster,Sir Michael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster, Sir Walter( Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Garfit, Wliliam 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(‘T’rH‘inI’ts 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hor..GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Green, Walford D.( Wednsbury 
Greene, SirE. W (B’ry Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward M :rshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Middx 
Harcourt, Kt. Hon. SirWilliam 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. L. (Tynemouth) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, James(Stattords.,N. W. | 
Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Edw Brodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse,C. E.H (Bristol, E.) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 
Holland, Wiliiam Henry 
Hope, J. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wim. Henry 
Howard,CaptJ(Kent,Faversh. | 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) | 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCeeil | 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jebb.Sir Richard Claverhouse | 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a | 
Jones, William (Carnavonsh. | 
Kearley, Hudson E. | 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh | 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. | 
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King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


| Lawrence, William F. 
| Lawson, Joon Grant 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham 
Legge, Col Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leighton, Stanley 

Leng, Sir John 
Leveron-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Lovk wood, Lt.-Col A. R. 
Long,Col. Charles W .( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, Johu Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 


| Lowther, Rt. Hon. James( Kent) 


Loyd, Arenie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Kt. Hn. WG Ellison 
Macenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, lan 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Martin, Riehard Biddulph 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Biogham 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moatagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon, J. 5. (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 


| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morrison, John Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington. Oswald 

Peel, Hon. William Robert W. 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, John 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins. Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Ratelitfe, K. F. 
tea, Russell 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Reid, Sir R. T. (Dumfries) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Ha. M. W.(Staly bridge 
tidley, S. F. (Bethal Green) 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Col. Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
tound, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (forfarshire 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, HC(Northmb. Tyneside 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hon. W. F.D.(Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CR( Northants 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Tagegart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, KuHnJ.G.(OxtdUniv. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thornborn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walton, John Lawson( Leeds,S. 
W ilton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie | 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. K.(Notts. 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
White, George (Norfolk) * 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley ,George( York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfolk, Mid, 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh N. 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
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Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Blake, Edward 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, eC, 

Dutfy, William J. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 


Civil Service (Supple- 
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Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. ) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


NOES. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| Flynn, James Christopher 


Gilhooly, James 
Hardie, J. K.(MerthyrTydvil) 


| Hayden, John Patrick 


Jameson. Major J. Eustace 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, — J. 

Murphy, J 

Nanneiti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, —— 
iy Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’ very Mid 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 


mentary) Estinutes. 





TELLERS FOR THE AYEs— 
Sr William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
0 Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon.N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, J. P. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N, 
Whitley. J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 
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Ordered, That the Resolution which, 
upon the 21st day of this instant March, 
was reported from the Committee of 


Supply, and which was then agreed to , 


by the House, be now read. 


“That a number of Land Forces, not 


exceeding 450,000, all ranks, be main- 
tained for the Service of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
at Home and Abroad, excluding 


Majesty’s Indian Possessions, during the 
" . ‘ | 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 


1902.” 


Ordered, That leave be given to bring | 
during Twelve | 


in a Bill to provide, 
Months, for the Discipline and Regula- 
tion of the Army; and that Mr. Seecre- | 
tary Brodrick, Mr. Arnold-Forster, and | 
Lord Stanley do prepare and bring it in, 


Third Resolution agreed to. 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 

“To provide, during Twelve Months, 
for the Discipline and Regulation of the 
Army,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 119.] 


SUPPLY [19TH MARcH]. 
Resolution reported :— 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEpaRT- 
MENTS REVISED SUPPLEMENTARY ESTI- 
MATE, 1900-1901. 


“That a Supplementary sum, not 


exceeding £893,316, be granted to His 


His | 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1901, for the following Civil Services and 
tevenue Departments, namely :— 


CIVIL SERVICES. 











Class V. 
£ 
Vote 3. Colonial Services : +» 212,300 
| Vote 2. British Protectorates in 
U ganda, ete.. 200,000 
| Class VII. 
| Vote 1. Temporary Commissions 9,000 
| Class Il. 
| Vote 23. Stationery and Printing ... 110,000 
| Vote 27. Secretary for Scotland, 
Office of bes = as is 100 
Class III. 
| Vote 2. Miscellaneous Legal  Ex- 
penses ... ss ae as 400 
Class IV. 
Vote 5. Wallace Collection ... 3,333 
Vote 8. London University ... 70 
Class V. 
Vote 1. Diplomatic and Consular 
Services bes 15,800 
Vote 6. Treasury Chest Fund 66,108 
Class VI. 
Vote 1. Superannuation and Retired 
Allowances .. 10,000 
Vote 5. Savings Banks and F riendly 
Societies Deticiencies 51,758 
Class VII. 
Vote ¥. Miscellaneous Expenses 4,600 
Vote 6. Local Loans Fund 4,337 
Vote 7. Duke and Duchess of Corn- 
wall and York (Visit to the ; 
Colonies) 20,000 
Vote 8. Funeral of Her late Majesty 35,500 
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hey Civil Service (Supple- 1 25) 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 

Vote 2. In'and Revenue 20,000 

Vote 3. Post Ottice ... Hs 130,000 

Vote 4. Post Office Packet Service 10 

Total Civil Services and Revenue 


... £893,316" 


Departments... 


Resolution read a second time. 


*Ssin WILLIAM HARCOURT said: 1 
rise for the purpose of objecting to this 
Vote, and [ think it will be for the advan- 
tage of the House that we should have 
your advice and decision as to the 
unusual form in which this Vote has 
been presented. It isa Vote of nearly a 
million of money, and it presents itself, | 
believe, for the first time, in the form 
of a Vote consolidating a number of 
classes of the Civil Service Estimates. 
Quite apart from the merits of that 
change, what I should like to hear your 
opinion upon is, under what authority 
and in what manner substantial and 
serious changes in the practice of the 
House are made. The circumstances 
will be fresh in the recollection of many 
Members. I do not wish to attribute any 
evil intention to those who made it, but 
this change was made in a manner which 
gave substantially no notice, and I ven- 
ture to say it took all the non-official 
Members of the House by surprise. I 
have had some years experience ot 
the Estimates, and | myself derived 
no information of any serious change 
having been made from reading the 


Paper. If such a change were neces- 
sary, | venture to suggest that it 
would have been proper that there 


should have been, as we often have in 
regard to Bills and Parliamentary Papers, 
a memorandum telling Members of the 
House that sech a change had been made. 
What | wish to have vour opinion upon 
is this. Has the Executive Government 
the power at a moment, with or without 
notice, and without consulting the 
House generally, to alter the 
lished practice of Parliament! One 
of the most important duties of Mem- 
bers of the House is to wateh the 
expenditure of the country, and that 
has been done by the aid of certain 
rules which have been made in regard 
to the form of Supply. Supply has 
been divided into which the 


estab 


classes 


House may conveniently consider, deal 


VOL. XCTI, 


[FouRTH SERIES. } 


Marcy 
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with, and vote upon, and, that being the 
established practice, this matter of 
form is vital to the control by the House 
over Supply. By what authority are 
serious changes to be made in the prac- 
tice ? Ifthe Government can consolidate 
half a dozen or a dozen classes, they may 
consolidate the whole of them, and if 
such a principle were to be laid down, then 
the Executive Government ean practi- 
eally defeat the whole control by the 
House over Supply by consolidating the 
classes. By that principle you may 
consolidate the Army, Navy, and Civil 
Service Estimates in one Estimate and 
closure it. In considering what is to be 
the policy, when making changes. we 
must consider the extreme case which 
might arise under such authority. No 
man is better acquainted than you, Sir, 
with the sound principle in the Courts of 
Equity that the practice of the Court is 
the law of the Court. And so the practice 
of the High Court of Parliament is the law 
of Parliament until it is altered by proper 
authority. Is it not sound Parlia- 
mentary and constitutional law that no 
established practice of this House should 
be changed without giving the House 
sufficient notice and allowing us to give 
our opinion upon it? I have observed, 
as some mitigation of the course taken by 
the right hon. Gentleman, that when he 
was asked by one of his own supporters 
whether this was to be a regular practice 
or whether it was only done under 
extreme pressure, the right hon. Gentle- 
man said nobody but a lunatic would 
ever dream of its being made a precedent. 
| hope that we may, with your assistance, 
have it laid down that this is to be no 
precedent in the future. So much then 
for the first part I want to ask your 
opinion upon, Sir, what [am contending for, 
and it isa most important thing, and that 
is, that no change shall be made in the 
established rules of this House, especially 
with regard to the question of Supply, 
without giving the House of Commons 
an adequate opportunity of discussing 
the change. We know it was done 
without notice being given to the House 
of Commons, but what I should like to 
know is whether it was done on your 
authority. It was done on Friday night, 
after the Government had obtained a 
great many Votes with the consent of the 
House. This is a matter which lies at 
28 
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the root of the authority and character 
of the House of Commons. We are told, 
indeed, that this House is falling in the 
estimation of the country. | think it is 
our business to maintain the rights of 
the House in the face of the country. 
Now | pass for a moment to the merits 
of the thing itself. What is the merit in 
itself of consolidating a dozen separate 
Votes on each one of which the House 
ought to have a right of discussion and 
dividing. Although the Chairman of 
Committees has already ruled in Com- 
mittee that we might discuss each item 
and divide upon it, we have no security 
that we shall be allowed to do so, if a 
Minister at liberty to move the 
closure as soon as the Vote has been pre- 
sented, and that motion can only be dis- 
posed of by a single division. If the prin- 
ciple laid down by the Chairman of Com- 
mittees is conceded then we might dis- 
cuss and divide on each item of the Vote, 
but there is no security for it, because 
the closure may be moved when six out of 
twelve items have been discussed, or it 
can be moved on the whole. — If you once 
give the Government such authority in 
this matter without safeguards, you 
give them power to prevent discussion 
and division on any or all of these Votes. 
I venture, Sir, to submit that that is a 
question for you to advise the House 
as to whether or not changes of this mag- 
nitude and of this vital importance can be 
made, simply upon the suggestion of the 
Government, without adequate notice 
being given tothe House. Whether there 
is any limit whatever, if it be so, to our 
power to test the feeling of the House 
by discussion and division, and whether 
this course might be taken in another 
year without there being an opportunity 
for that discussion and division upon these 
matters, which have hitherto been the 
universal practice of the House. It is a 
matter of vital importance, having regard 
to the position in which it places the 
House, and I venture to ask you, Sir— 
your authority stands much higher than 
even that of the Chairman of Committees 
upon this subject—if you will give the 
House the benefit of your judgment as to 
how far we have the power of resisting 
the autocracy of the Government in this 
matter of Committee of Supply and 
Report of Supply. It would be a very 
useful thing for the House of Commons 
to have an authoritative ruling from you. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I understand 
that the right hon. Gentleman was put- 
ting a question upon a point of order, 
He has put several questions so far as | 
ean gather upon that point of order, and, 
that being so, perhaps | may be permitted 
to put a question also. 


mentary) Estimates, 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT said it 
was not strictly a point of order; it was 
rather asking the direction and advice 
of the Speaker on a change of procedure. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I considered that the 
right hon. gentleman was raising a 


point of order. 


*Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On the point 
of order, Sir, may | ask whether it is not 
the fact that the consolidation of which 
the right hon. Gentleman has spoken 
did not place any further obstacle in the 
way of the Committee coming to a decision 
upon any item in the manner with which 
they were all familiar in dealing with 
Army and Navy Estimates. Is there not 
a distinct parallel ? : 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushelitie) : They are all under one 


official head. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is true. 
although the remark irrelevant. | 
would like to ask a question with regard to 
the practice of the House. As T under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman's question 
to you, Sir, he desired to know whether 
it was in the power of the Government 
to alterthe form in which the Estimates 
are to be presented without consulting 
the House. | will ask whether it is not 
the immemorial practice and tradition 
to do so, It is not in the power of the 
Government to make any great change 
in the Orders of this House. and [ admit 
fully and amply that it would be a serious 
matter indeed if there were power to 
effect any great change in the Orders of 
this House without the fullest notice and 
the fullest opportunity being given to dis 
cuss the alteration. | grant that fully. 
but I will ask you, Sir, whether at the 
time this change was effected there was 
not such a congestion of Estimates that 
unless this change or some other not 
less violent had been effected it would 
haye been impossible to carry out the 
law and practice of Parliament ; and | 
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© will also ask you, Sir, whether the altera- expressing an opinion upon it. Such a 
- tion inthe Order was not as much dueto course appears so proper and natural 
© the degree in which the Government was that I feel confident that this Govern- 
forced; at the commencement of the ment or any other Government would 
session by the House in the discussion follow it. As regards this particular 
of these Estimates ! These are questions instance. it has, as the right hon. Gentle- 
which I hope you will bear in mind before man has said. been treated as a case of 
coming toa decision. emergency, and an emergency there 
undoubtedly was, and that being so, it 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Both the right hon. should not be regarded as a precedent. 
Gentlemen in putting to me points of 
order have introduced many questions *Mr. JOHN ELLIS: said) he had a 
of tact. have dealt with the merits of few questions to ask the Colonial Secre- 
these questions, and have presented tary in reference to one item of consider- 
their arguments under the guise of able importance which came under the 
arguing a question of order. Upon these sub-head * O 1, The Transvaal Conces- 
matters I do not feel called upon to give sion, Land Settlement Commission. 
ananswer. So-far as order and procedure £7,800." He believed that an inquiry 
are concerned. I may briefly say that it is had been held as to the possibility of 
extremely difficult in my judgment to settling soldiers and others upon land in 
define the precise limits of the rights of South Africa, and the questions he desired 
a Minister of the Crown in making to ask were—what were the terms of 
alterations in the form in which KEsti- reference to the Commission. who were 
mates have been usually presented tothe the Commissioners. where did they hold 
House. Changes have undoubtedly been their proceedings. did they go to South 
nade from time to time (I have not had Africa, and did they hold any sittings 
the opportunity of investigating them) there, did they examine witnesses there 
in the form in which Votes have been what, in fact. they did there, and what 
presented. Votes have been consolidated conclusions did they arrive at? He 
and reduced in number; but what the supposed they had now returned to this 
extent of the power of a Minister in that country. He gathered from a reply of 
direction is 1 am not prepared to say. the right hon. Gentleman’s that the 
The change in the present instance, lam Report had been submitted to Sir A. 
hound to say, does seem of a somewhat Milner for his comments, and those. no 
sweeping nature. T was glad to hear the doubt, would be valuable ; but inasmuch 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of as the House was asked to vote £2.500 
the Treasury say that it was only resorted for the expenses of the Commission the 
to as a means of meeting a great House had a right to see the Report 
emergency which had undoubtedly without delay. This question of land 
arisen. As to this state of emergency settlement called up many associations. 
and how it was brought about, Inallcountriesand at all times the policy 
that has been dealt with by the two of dumping down persons (especially those 
right hon. Gentlemen, and it is not my who had recently been fighting against 
business to say anything about it. There the late owners and occupants) upon 
was undoubtedly considerable difficulty land by the authority of a Government 
in getting through business within the had led to a great deal of evil. and 
proper time, and it was to meet this raised many grave misgivings. Land 
emergency on this special occasion only settlement was always a serious matter, 
that this change was made. If there was but in South Africa at the present 
inyidea on the part of the Government, moment its seriousness was aggravated 
of this or any Government, to make to a terrible degree. He had never 
any permanent change of a large and been to South Africa, and was _ not 
important character in the method sure whether that was not an advantage 
of presenting Votes in Supply, I can- at the present time. But anyone who 
not help thinking that they would had read the history of South Africa, and 
themselves consider it necessary to take had conversed with persons who had been 
the House into their confidence, and missionaries or farmers or had occupied 
to afford the House an opportunity of official positions in South Africa, as he 
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had done ever since he had sat upon the 
South Africa Committee. would know 
that land settlement in South Africa 
was no new thing and had been not very 
successful in the past. Where the politi- 
cal element entered into the land settle- 
ment in South Africa there would be a 
state of things to which only the word 
‘dangerous’ could be applied. Had 
the Colonial Secretary seen a book on 
South Africa recently written by Mr. 
Dormer entitled * Vengeance as a Policy ; 
Plea fora New Departure?) Mr. Dormer 
was formerly one of Mr. Cecil Rhodes’s 
intimate friends, but. like most 
respectable persons, had dropped Mr. 
Rhodes and all his works. In his book 
Mr. Dormer said 


most 


“The two cardinal concurrent aims of any 
policy worthy of practical statesmanship must 
be the conciliation of the Dutch and the rein- 
forcement oi the British element in the popu- 
lation.” 


What seemed to be meant by land settle- 
ment was placing soldiers and others 
here and there to increase a particular 
racial element supposed by some people 
to be more loyal than another racial 
element. It was to be hoped that the 
soldier settlers would he ot a different 
character from those whom they had 
seen in the streets going by the ridiculous 
name of yveomen. Everyone who 
knew country life, as he did, knew that 
the town-bred man picked up in the 
slums of our great cities was no good at 
all as a farmer or cultivator of the 
soil. They must have men who under- 
stood husbandry. the habits of animals 

or what he would call nature— 
the peasantry, and not the little under- 
sized starvelings they had seen decked 
out in khaki during the last few days, a 


discredit to the British Army. What 
was the Colonial Secretary's policy ’ He 
believed that the conelusion to which 


Mr. Dormer came further on in his book 
would bea true one 


“The most obvious means of attaining the 
end in view would be to make a settlement of 
loyal colonists on the land. Tf. however, it be 
the case—and this is the conclusion which is 
being slowly forced even upon those most 
reluctant to accept it—that suitable colonists 
are not likely to be forthcoming in adequate 
number ; while it is, to say the least, doubtfal 
whether the right sort of Jand in the right 
locality would be found,” 


and so on. Where was it proposed to 


place these settlers in South Africa ? 


Mr. John Ellis, 
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The most likely districts had been taken 
up. especially in the Transvaal, by the 
only people who really could cultivate it 
in the proper sense of the term. Their 
environment had made the Boers what 
they were. and to send out English 
settlers from the slums to that land could 


only end in failure. This poliey of 
trving to get people to try land 
cultivation had never been a more 


gigantic failure than in Rhodesia. He 
asked what the policy of the Govern. 
ment was in Issuing the Commission: 
what had we got by it: and what were 
its proposals’ He hoped the Colonial 
Seeretary would be able to give some 
information which would allay the alarm 
which the proposal to send out these 
persons had created in certain districts. 
He objected to any of the money of the 
British taxpayer being used for so 
dangerous an experiment. and as a pro- 
test he hegeed to move the reduction ol 
the Vote by £100. 


Amendment proposed 


‘£893,316, and — insert 
( Mi. John kis. 


“To leave out 
* £893,216. instead thereof.” 

Question proposed, * That * £805,316 
stand part of the Resolution.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! | 
must point out that the hon. Member 
hes travelled somewhat heyond the 
limit of the Vote in entering into ; 
discussion as to what the policy ot land 
settlement would The Vote befor 
the House was for the Commission, and 
upon a Vote for the Commission it i 
not in order to discuss the future land 
settlement in South Africa. 


he. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo. E.) asked whether 
it would not be in order to discuss the 
policy ot appointing the Commission i 


all. 


*Mr. JOUN ELLIS remarked that | 
had only said what he did to draw som 
explanation of policy from the Coloni 
Secretary. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE Fi 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CiamBer.al 
Birmingham. E.): 1 am glad to lean 
from you, Sir, that Tam not expecte’ 
and. indeed. it would not be in order ty 
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me. to follow the hon. Gentleman in the 


somewhat = discursive remarks — with 
which he has introduced this Amend- 
ment. Therefore [| suppose L need not 


do more than reter to his extraordinary 
statement to the effect that the men 
who. as Imperial Yeomanry. are going 
out to fight the battles of their country 
in South Africa, are little. undersized 
starvelings and a disgrace to the British 
Army. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: IT said those whom 


we have seen incertain plaaes in London 


during the last few days. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : During the 
last few days! | should have thought. 
I think still. there is no other Member 
of the House repeat this 
statement, who has so. untor 
tunate as the hon. Member in seeing 
the specimens of the new force whom 
he has seen. But, coming to the practical 
question, the hon. Gentleman asks what 
was the reference to this Comission. 
It was instructed to inquire into the 
possibility of a settlement for soldiers in 
South  Atriea. and the 
reference was extended to other employ- 
ments besides the settlement on the land. 
The hon. Gentleman asks what was the 
composition of the Commission. It was | 
composed of my hon. friend the Secre-_ 
tary to the Admiralty. as chairman, 
and Mr. Southey, who, I believe. is a 
laree and highly respected farmer at 
Middelburg, as second member. [t was 
originally intended that General Plumer 
should added to the Commission. 
but. owing to his being actively engaged 
in the war, he was unable to take his 
share in the inquiry. which was, there- 
fore, condueted by the two gentlemen 
[have named. T should have thought. 
hetore 1 heard the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman. that everyone Was agreed 
on the point of principle that it was de- 
sirable, if possible, to settle those who 
desired to settle in South Africa on the 
land, and, in the words of the book 
trom which the hon. Gentleman has 
quoted, to “reinforce the British element ~ 
by that means. But as to the possi- 
bility of doing so the Government felt 
themselves to be very much in doubt. 
It was therefore necessary to make 
Inquiry into the points which the hon. | 


who would 


or been 


subsequently 


be 
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Gentleman himself has 
subjects for inquiry—namely, as to who 
would be the right men to be so settled, 
and as to whether anv considerable 
number of soldiers, and not merely 
English. Scotch, or Irish soldiers. but 
those who have come from the colonies 


suggested as 


to assist US, should be settled. They 
also had to inquire whether there 
was land in existence which could 
be used for this purpose; whether it 


was the right sort of land or could be 
made the right sort of land by irrigation 
or other forms of improvement : what 
would be the cost of any scheme of settle- 
mment—in fact. a practical scheme was 
what we hoped the Commission would 
settle. Now the hon. Gentleman comes 
to this House and puts forward a state- 
ment which is entirely novel—that when 
the Government appoints a small Com 
mission to Inform i on an Important 
question it is necessarily bound. Imme 
diately on the receipt of the Report. to 
present it to the House. There is no 
such rule or practice. Again and again 
it happens that a Commission is appointed 
to make inquiry. that a Report is pro- 
duced for the information of the Govern- 
ment. and is not laid on the Table of 
the House or ever produced ; and. in 
fact, it is a matter entirely in the discre- 
tion of the Government whether it 
should or should not be produced. In 
regard to the present matter. we have 
got a Report. which we think is a very 
informing Report. and tor which we 
feel greatly indebted to my hon. friend 
the Seeretary to the Admiralty and his 
colleague. who have taken an immense 
amount of pains and labour to produce 
it. They took a great deal of evidence, 
they examined a great number of places 
for themselves, and have given us a great 
deal of information which is worthy of 
the most serious consideration. But. 
before we can form any policy of our 
own or make any communication to 
the House on the subject. we consider 
it necessary that we should consult Sir 
Alfred Milner. Considering the confi- 
dence which we, at any rate. feel in Sir 
Alfred Milner, and considering the posi- 
tion which he occuples as Governor of 


‘the territories which. [| think. are con 


cerned, it seems to me perfectly absurd 
to take any other course. We have sent 
out a copy of the Report to Sir Alfred 
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Milner, and I have said, in answer to 
questions of the hon. Gentleman and 
others, that as soon as we get his observa- 
tions upon the Report we will consider 
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whether it should be laid upon the Table | 


of the House. If it would relieve the 
mind of the hon. Member, I would say 
that, as far as I can see at present, there 
can be no possible objection to the pro- 
duction of this Report. I do not think 
it would be wise to produce it at this 
particular moment, not only because 
we have not the advantage of any ob- 
servations which Sir Alfred Milner may 
desire to make, but also because I do 
not think it would be prudent at this 
moment. before we have formed any 
idea ourselves as to what policy we ought 
to adopt, to indicate certain places in 
South Africa which are not at present 
in our possession as being places which 
suitable for 


are most 


kind. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Does the Report 
recommend the further expenditure of 
money ! 


The hon. 
Lie is 
endeavouring indirectly to get from me 
miformation which [have deelined 
directly to give. and. with all respect to 
him. leannot go turther than | have gone. 
As soon us we get this Report hack from 
Sir Alfred Milner we will consider——with 
every expectation ot heing able to satisfy 
the curiosity of the hon. Gentleman 

whether we can lay it on the Table of the 
House. We cannot go beyond that at 
the present tlie for the reasons T have 
given, and I think every reasonable man 
will consider them to be sufticient reasons. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 


(ientleman is very inquisitive. 


WILLIAM HARCOURT: This 
very startling innovation of the 
The right hon. Gentleman 
take into consideration 
will ever let this 


* SIR 
IS a 
(rovernment. 
SUVs he will 
whether he 
Report. 


Us see 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Hear. hear. 


*Sirn WILLIAM HARCOURT: My re- 
partee to that is that we will take it into 
consideration whether we will pay for it. 
The practice of not laying Reports before 
the me to very 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


House seems to he oa 
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a scheme of this | 
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strange one. You have got an Interim 
Report from a Boiler Committee which 
discredits the efficacy of the whole 
British Navy, but you lay that upon the 
Table immediately, without waiting to 
decide whether you are going to remove 
the boilers or adopt a different make. 
The usual custom is to lay a Report upon 
the Table, and to say. “ With regard to 
the teport betore you, we have not had 
time to determine our policy.” The 
port is laid, and the Government take 
whatever time they like to consider the 
policy they will found upon it. The right 
hon. Gentleman has spoken, and justly, 
of the competency of the Commissioners 
appointed. The hon. Member opposite 
has shown his capacity in dealing with 
the Navy Estimates, and L understand 
he was the principal member of that Com- 
mission. Why is it. then, the Govern- 
ment will not lay the conclusions of this 
Comunission upon the Table of the House ! 
| hope I am not too suspicious, but T ven- 
ture to think that it is because the Report 
does not suit them or cétry out the view 
of the right hon. Gentleman with regard 
to the strong reinforcement of British in- 
fluence there. 


te- 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: | Suppose 
the right hon. Gentleman did not hear 
me. That was a quotation which was 
ised hy the hon. Gentleman opposite. 
They were not my words, although J am 
quite ready to adopt them. 


*Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: That is 
quite enough for my purpose. We have 
heard mueh of this. It is a gigantic plan 
ot creating British faygot-votes in South 
Africa. 1 do not know how that may be. 
but J am sure that at any rate the hon. 
Member for South Belfast will approve of 
an Orange settlement. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Beltast, 
S.): In the Orange Colony. 


‘sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then 
the Orange Free State is to become an 
Orange colony in South Africa! T quite 
understand. But there are two sides to 
this question. To propound tothe Dutch 
population, whom you desire to pacify, 
the notion that you are going to take land 
which may belong to them for the pur- 
pose of reinforcing British influence is not 
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likely to lead to an early pacification. 
Therefore the sooner we know what is the 
intention of the Government, and what 
is the Report of this Commission on the 
subject. the better, because while the 
matter is left in doubt it is a source of the 
greatest irritation to the Boer population. 
Nothing can be more irritating to a people 
than to know that you are going to intro- 
duce among them—-they do not know in 
what numbers—-a population which is, | 
will not say hostile. but at any rate alien 
tothemselves.with different interests and 
different objects. It is impossible to con 
ceive anything more dangerous than 
that. [ will not go into the general policy 
of the settlement to be made. assisted, as 
I understand, by the State. There was 
an experiment made within recent years 
with the Scotch crofters in Canada, but it 
was not at all satisfactory. Many of them 
have been entire failures, and the money 
has not been repaid. If you are going 
Into a large scheme of settlement for the 
purpose of increasing the British posses- 
sion of land, and consequently diminish- 
ing the Duteh possession of land. it seems 
to me that you are quite unnecessarily 
introducing a factor of racial irritation. 
To do this in the interests of one race and 
against the interest of another is a most 
unwise and dangerous policy. and one 
which will make the hopes of pacification, 
which are distant enough already, more 
distant still. Therefore. if. as I conjec- 
ture, the Report of this Commission 1s 
adverse to any proposal of this kind, the 
sooner we have it produced in order to 
remove this suspicion on the part of the 
Dutch population the better, for it would 
do more than anything else to reassure 
the Dutch people and the Boers against 
the fear of confiscation and expropriation 
for racial purposes. The Government 
have a Report of competent people upon 
this subject, and we are as entitled to 
know the result as they are, or as Sir 
Alfred Milner is. Let Sir Alfred Milner 
express his opinion upon the Report ; let 
the Government express their opinion 
upon the Report ; but for Heaven's sake 
let the House of Commons know what 
that Report is, and, above all. let the 
people whose interests are — to 
affected by it know what the Report, 
drawn up by men who have seen South 
Africa, is. We have been told that we 
Well, 


he 


Inust trust the man on the spot. 
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' the correspondence recently laid upon the 


Table has shown that it is the man on the 
spot whom we do not trust. [ should 
like to have the opinion of the Secretary 
of State on this Report. although he is 
not the man on the spot. I should like 
to have the opinion of the hon. Gentleman 
who sits beside him (the Secretary to the 
Admiralty), who has been to South Africa 
and examined this question, as to what 
the Report says. It is a most extraordi- 
nary thing to ask the House of Commons 
to pay for a Report which perhaps they 
will never all. And when the 
Government have got the opinion of Sir 
Alfred Milner, what do they propose to do 
with it? Will they drop their own Re- 
port ? I have never seen the Report of a 
Commission presented with the com- 
ments of an outsider upon it. It is an 
extraordinary thing that the Govern- 
ment, after sending out a Commission of 
this kind, should ask Sir Alfred Milner 
whether the House of Commons should 
ever be allowed to see the Report. That 
is not a proper Parliamentary practice, 
and I shall certainly vote against it. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): One 
would imagine from the remarks of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite that he 
already knew the contents of this Report. 
At any rate, he has spoken as though 
he did, and he has condemned the re- 
commendations he imagines it to con- 
tain. But the right hon. Gentleman 
appeared to contradict himself towards 
the end of his speech. My right hon. 
friend the Colonial Secretary gave as 
reason for not laying the Report on the 
Table at the present moment, that the 
Government wished to consult Sir Alfred 
Milner. In my judgment, with all 
respect to the Colonial Secretary, 1 think 
the opinion of Sir Alfred Milner will be 
of even higher authority than that of the 
right hon. Gentleman himself on this 
subject. But the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite complained of the Government 
desiring to consult Sir Alfred Milner, 
and then, before he sat down, he found 
fault with the Government because on 
another occasion they did not follow a 
recommendation of Sir Alfred Milner. 
Such a line of argument seems to me to 
be both inconsistent and inconsequential. 
‘There are many precedents for a Govern- 
ment referring a matter of such im- 


see at 
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portance to oneso particularly competent 
to give advice. 


*sirn WILLIAM HARCOURT: We do 
not say that they should not consult 
Sir Alfred Milner before they determine 
what to do upon the Report. That. is 
not my point. Of course they may. 
They may consult him as to what they 
should do a year hence if necessary. All 
I say is that they should not consult him 
as to whether we should see the Report. 

Mr. COHEN: I did not understand 
my right hon. friend to say he was con- 
sulting Sir Alfred Milner as to whether 
or not he should lay the Report on the 
Table. He is going to decide that when 
he gets Sir Alfred Milner’s remarks. 
That is a very wise decision, and it is not 
at all the same thing as the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite made out. I think 
my right hon. friend is wise in withhold- 
ing the Report for the present, so that 
concurrently with laying it on the Table, 
which he has announced his present in- 
tention of doing, he may be able to give 
the House the conclusions at which, 
fortified by the advice of Sir Alfred 
Milner, the Government have arrived. 


Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : I 
am sorry to infer from the statement of 
the Colonial Secretary that there really 
is no intention on his part to divulge the 
contents of this Report. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [ am not 
sure whether I heard the hon. Gentleman 
correctly. Did he say | was not going to 
publish the Report 

Mr. CAINE: | said | inferred it. 

Mr. J. CILAMBERLAIN : Then the 
hon. Member has no right whatever to 
make that inference. There is every 
probability that it will be produced as 
soon as we get Sir Alfred Milner’s reply. 


Mr. CAINE: J am glad to hear it, 
because it will save me the necessity of 
making any long speech. This is not 
a mere Departmental Committee, but 
a Commission, and it is customary when 


a Department appoints a Commission 
that the Report of that Commission 
should in one way or another be made 


Mr. Cohen. 
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public. T represent a constituency which 
takes a very great interest inSouth Africa, 
We have in the mining parts of Cornwall 
a larger number of persons interested 
in Cape Colony and the Transvaal than 
any other constituency in the United 
Kingdom, and this Report has 
looked for with great interest. The 
Cornish miner is also a bit of a farmer, 
and many are thinking that now the 
country is conquered and there is a 
likelihood of a settled Government, and 
all the rest of it, they may be able to get 
a bit of land in the Transvaal, and by 
working the land during a part of the 
year and earning good wages in the 
mines during the other part, they will he 
able to make a very comfortable liveli- 
hood for themselves. Many of them 
are looking for this Report to bepublished, 
and | trust the Colonial Secretary will 
make some communication, for the sake 
not only of Cornwall, but also of the rest 
of the country with regard to the tuture 
of these colonies. Another 
issuing this Report is that a very great 
number of those who have enlisted or 
are now enlisting in the various forces 
for South Africa have done and are 
doing so with the belief that when the 
war is over and they have completed 
their service some decent sort of settle- 
ment will be found for them in the 
country they have helped to conquer. ] 
believe that this Report will show. that 
there is really ho prospect of land settle- 
ment for these men, and it is most im- 
portant that the Report should be pub 
lished so that we may know exactly what 
the Commission have done. what wit 
nesses they have examined, and what are 
the conclusions they have drawn, and 
what recommendations they have made. 


heen 


reason for 


Mr. TP O'CONNOR. (Liverpool. 
Scotland): T take this opportunity of 
raising this question in view of the fact 
that the Colonial Secretary a few nights 
ago. in his most honeved tones, dis- 
claimed any intention of attempting 
another plantation of Ulster in South 
Africa. Let me eall the attention of the 
House to the peculiar position in which 
it is placed with regard to this Report. 
In the first place [regard the issue of the 
Commission at all as an extremely serious 
blunder. I venture to say that the issue 
of this Commission and, above all, the 
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terms in which it was issued, and | may | 
say, Without any disrespect to the Seere- 
tary to the Admiralty, the personality 
of the Chairman of the Commission, all, 
| think, had a very serious effect in the | 
prolongation of the unhappy and terrible 
struggle in South Africa. If this House 
had been asked to sanction the issue of 
this Commission, [am perfectly sure 
many Members would have resisted it as 
something of the most dangerous and 
serious But the Com- 
mission Was issued without consilting 
the House of Commons, and now. after 
the Commission has taken place, after it 
has heard evidence and made its Report, | 
when wecome to deal with the cost of the 
Commission, the House is not even given 
an opportunity of discussing the policy 
of the Commission, and up to the present 
there is no promise that we shall ever see 
the evidence or the Report. The House 
had no control over the Commission | 
when it was appointed, and it is to have | 
no supervision of it now it has reported. | 
The Colonial Secretary says, “ Oh, but | 
you can vote against the money for the | 
Commission”; In other words. the full | 
liberty of Members of the House of 
Commons is preserved when they can 
vote in a minority against the payment 
of money already spent. | never heard 
a proposition that put the House of 
Commons in a position of such ridiculous 
and absurd futility as this proposition 
of the Colonial Secretary. What is the 
statement of the Colonial Secretary ¢ 
He does not tell us what the Report is. 
He does not even give us a glimpse of it. 
He confines himself to two propositions. 
First, when L raised this question before, 
he said we might relieve our minds, as 
nothing like the plantation of Ulster 
Was contemplated. So far so good. 
Now he says it would be imprudent for 
the Government to publish a Report with 
regard to what would be done with lands 
Which are not yet in our possession. That 
is d most sinister observation. In other 
words, the lands which are now held and 
occupied by the Boers, against whom 
this country is fighting, areto be part of 
the spoil which the Government con- 
template handing over to the British 
after the war. The Colonial 
Secretary says it would be imprudent to 
publish this Report of the Commission 
stating what was to be done with the 
territory not now in our possession. 


cohsecuence, 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [shall be 


most happy to give a full explanation 
onthat point. The idea that we contem 
plated taking land which is not ours. 
except by purchase in the ordinary way. 
is a suspicion which has only entered 
the minds of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. We have no intention what- 
ever of expropriating owners or of con- 
tiseating their property, or of obtaining 
property for this purpose in any way 
other than as we should obtain it sup- 
posing the thing were to occur in this 
country. 


into 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: TF think this 
debate has been justified by that admis- 
sion at any rate. The debate is fully 
justified if it elicited only that statement 
from the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It) never 
entered into my mind until [ heard the 
hon. Gentleman suggest it, that any- 
body would suspect such a thing. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: T put this to 
the House. A Commission is appointed, 
with the hon. Member for West Belfast 


}a gentleman who, with all his ability, is 


not known for particular sweetness and 
gentleness and amiability to his political 
opponents—a Commission is appointed, 
under thechairmanshipof this gentleman, 
this violent Imperialist. for the settlement 
of the soldiers in South Africa after the 
war. | say the only possible interpreta- 
tion that the world—and especially the 
Boers, who are not very trustiul, and who 
have no reason to have great confidence 
in the permanency of their position, 
from which they have been driven three 
times in succession by British forces— 
could put upon such a Commission is that 
the English soldiers were to be settled 
upon the land taken from defeated or 
conquered Boers. L express my grati- 
tude to the hon. Member who initiated 
the debate, which has brought from the 
Colonial Secretary for the first time—— 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No. 


Mr. T. P. OCCONNOR: For the first 


time—- 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No. The 
hon. Gentleman said something about 
the Ulster plantation the other night. 
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and I told him then that he might rest 
assured that nothing of the kind was con- 
templated in South Africa. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: The point to 
which we have got is this: Is the Report 
going to be published or not? The right 
hon. Gentleman set up a Commission 
without consulting the House of Com- 
mons. He now comes to the House and 
demands the money to pay for the Com- 
mission, and at the same time refuses to 
give the slightest value for the money 
namely, the evidence and the Report. 
The question is, Ought this Report to be 
published or not? [ hold that every day 
the publication of the Report of the Com- 
mission is delayed is a day of prolongation 
of the war in South Africa. We do not 
know what the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty reported. The golden chain of 
silence is flung upon him by the Colo- 
nial Secretary. He is not usually so 
diffident in the expression of his views, 
but to-night and on the last oceasion the 
question was under discussion the Colo- 
nial Secretary did not allow the hon. 
(rentleman to break that golden silence 
in which on rare oceasions in his Parlia- 
mentary career he has taken refuge. Let 
us know if it is true that the Secretary 
to the Admiralty reported that South 
Africa was no place for those men ; that 
all the talk about splendid positions and 
opportunities was but mere imagination : 
and that, as matter of fact, there is in 
South Africa nothing but the miningcamp 
for the miner and the veldt for the Boer. 
That would have a great effect in this 
country, as well as in South Africa, and 
would do a great deal to bring the war to 
anend. What was the fact in recruiting 
for the Yeomanry ! Many of them are 
going out not merely for the purpose of 
fighting your battles, but with the inten- 
tion and belief of finding a new career 
when the war was at an end. Is it not 
cruel, if in the pocket of the Colonial 
Secretary there is a Report against the 
possibility of all this, that voung fellows 
should be allowed to go out buoyed up 
with hopes and fallacies of this kind ? 
On the other hand, is it not cruel to the 
Boers, if this Report clearly shows that 
the Government do not intend to con- 
fiscate the lands, to allow them to go 
on fighting in the belief that it is their 
lands they are fighting for? 1 think we 


Mr. J, 


Chamberlain, 
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have proved conclusively that this motion 
has been justified, and that the House 
should press again and again until they 
get the early publication of this most 
interesting and vitally important Report. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I venture to 
point out to the House that this is not 
a very profitable way of spending the 
evening when there are questions of 
real substance and importance to be 
raised, and | that we might 
now proceed to a division. | Nationalist 


cries of “ Oh!) 


suggest 


Mr. DILLON: We were not allowed 
to say a word on this in Committee, 
we were closured. 


hon. 
view, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The 
Gentleman may not share my 
but surely I may express the view that 
this is not a question of such substance 
as should deserve to oceupy much more 
time, when there are ather questions 
demanding consideration ? My reasons 
for that belief are very shortly stated. 
The indignation of the hon. Gentleman 
who has just sat down is founded upon 
two beliefs—first, that the Report otf 
this Commission is adverse to the policy 
of the Government, and that therefore 
the Government are endeavouring to 
conceal it. and, secondly, that it is 
part of the scheme of the Government 
to forcibly expropriate the Boer popula- 
tion, and to substitute in their place 
soldiers or other emigrants trom this 
country. Both those beliefs are entire 
misconceptions. My right hon. friend 
refuses to say whether he will or will 
not publish this Report. There is nothing 
contrary to precedent in that. There 
are endless Reports of Commissions 
which have never seen the light. | 
do not think it probable that this Report 
will be added to them. But it is not 
fair to find fault with my right hon. 
friend the Colonial Secretary for refusing 
to give any answer other than that 
which he has given—namely, that he 
will not in the present state of affairs 
make that Report public. We pledge 
ourselves, however. that the — beliefs 
which have aroused the indignation of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite have absolutely 
no foundation at all. If they had a 
foundation, no doubt they would justify 
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some of the anger which has been poured 
upon our heads, and no doubt they 
would provoke a great deal of fear in 
South Africa. But I am sorry that 
even the suspicion of them has found 
expression in the House. Owing to the 


strangely exaggerated and truncated 
versions of our debates which reach 


South Africa, the suspicicn of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite may reach Boer 
ears as if they represented the real facts 
of the case. They do not represent the 
truth of the matter. If, then, hon, 
Gentlemen opposite are to continue 
this debate, at all events let them not 
do so under the erroneous impression 
that any such act of suicidal policy 
as the compulsory confiscation of Boer 
lands in South Africa is contemplated 
by this Government. 


\In. ASQUITH (Fifeshire. E.); The right 
hon. Gentleman told us. or we gathered 
from him. that he rose with a double 
object first. to put an end to what 
he considers an unprofitable discussion, 
and, secondly, to remove what he de- 
scribed as groundless suspicions. 1 can- 
not understand how. if those were the 
purposes he had in view, the right hon. 
Gentleman did not perceive that there 
was one simple and efficient way of 
securing his end—namely, by answering 
the appeal which has been made by 
producing this Report. Tf we obtained 
from the Government a promise that 
the Report would be produced within 
a reasonable time and laid upon the 
Table of the House. so that Parliament, 
which is now voting the money for the 
Commission, could, before the close of 
the session, have some opportunity of 
considering whether this was a_legiti- 
inate and justifiable expenditure, | think 
we should be very well satisfied. But 
the matter really does not end with 
the rights and usages of the House of 
Commons in relation to the expenditure 
of money. It has been pointed out over 
and over again that there are two sets 
of people whose minds are agitated so 
long as the contents of this Report are 
not disclosed. On the one hand. you 
have the Boer farmer in South Africa, 
who may be, as the right hon. Gentle- 
man has told us, under a complete 
misconception. The Boer — farmer, 
rightly or wrongly, is in a state of 
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apprehension as to whether or not his 
land is going to be taken from him. 
On the other hand, you have the soldiers 
who are being recruited day by day 
and sent out to South Africa from this 
country, many of whom go out in the 
belief that they will there find homes 
and means of livelihood. Surely, as long 
as you have that state of apprehension, 
suspicion, hope, aud expectation, you 
have a condition of unsettlement which 
it is most undesirable to perpetuate, and 
to which the production of this Report 
would at once put an end. I confess 
I have never heard a stronger 
made out for the presentation of a docu 
ment which is in all its essential charac- 
teristics a public document, and | 
earnestly hope the Government will 
put an end to this debate, as they can 
do if they please, by promising to pro- 
duce this Report. 


Case 


*Mr. LAMBTON (Durham. 8.E.): 
I think there is a very obvious reason 
why this Report should not) be pro 
duced to the House. To am not in the 
secrets of the Commission, and [ 
do not know the contents of the 
Report, but if there is any recom 
mendation as to the acquisition of tracts 
of land in South Africa it is most unde- 
sirable that the Report should be laid 
upon the Table of the House at) the 
present moment. We have heard a great 
deal from the other side of the House 
about the influence of the millionaires 
and the land speculators in South Africa. 
The Colonial Secretary is perfectly right 
in refusing to produce the Report now, 
because if any other course were taken it 
would very likely strengthen the hands 
of those land speculators, and enable them 
to gain possession of the land before the 
Government have the opportunity of so 
doing. and thus raise the price this 
country will have to pay. The right 
hon. Member for West Monmouth talks 
a great deal about Boer susceptibilities, 
but he never appears to think of English 
susceptibilities. There are many English 
and loyal colonists in South Africa whose 
susceptibilities ought to be regarded just 
as much as those of the Boers and the 
Dutch. Sixty years ago in the settle- 
ment of Canada there were the same 
racial susceptibilities as now exist’ in 
South Africa. but the men who were 
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the Liberal statesmen of those days. and 
who then settled Canada, did not entirely 
give in to the French susceptibilities. 
Their plan was to settle Englishmen upon 
the land, to produce English interests, 
and to regard English susceptibilities in 
Canada. | therefore think that the 
Members of the Opposition who speak 
ouly of the Boer susceptibilities are not 
carrying out the true traditions of the 
old Liberal party. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): 1 
do not think the hon. Member who has 
just spoken has built up a very strong 
case for the Government withholding 
this Report. Our case is that this is a 
public Commission, paid for out of public 
money, and that this House, which has 
to vote the money, has the first title to 
see the Report in all its purity, before it 
is doctored in South Africa With regard 
to the Yeomanry, it is pretty well known 
that the greater part are not veomen at 
all. Most of them know nothing what 
ever of farming. You might as well put 
a farmer into a druggist’s shop as to put 
many of these so-called veomen on farms 
in South Africa or elsewhere. It/ is 
admitted that many of them had never 
touched a horse in their lives, and they 
probably would scarcely know a cow from 
a bullock. Moreover, as the right hon. 
Gentleman knows, the difficulty is to get 
them to remain in South Africa; they 
are Wanting to come home. It is the 
same also with the time-expired soldiers. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is getting away from the 
question of this Commission. 


Mr. BROADHURST: IL was led into 
that digression by the fact that this Com- 
Mission Was appointed to consider what 
inducements, if any. could be held out 
to Englishmen to remain in South Africa 
as residents. With regard to the right 
hon. Gentleman's statement that there 
is no intention of taking the land trom 
the Boers and giving ittoa foreign people, 
all of us here would accept the right hon. 
Gentleman's word of honour. But what 
reliance can we expect the Boers to place 
upon his statement {The Boers — re 
member the Prime Minister's declaration 
that we desired neither territory nor 
gold-fields, a declaration 
Mr. Lambton, 
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followed by the annexation of the two 
Republics. Therefore, if they doubt and 
disbelieve the right hon. Gentleman's 
word we cannot) be much surprised. 
We have a right to the production of this 
Report immediately on or 
ment tor it. My object in rising was to 
appeal to the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
the Chairman of the Commission, to give 
the House some further information on 
the matter. It is most unusual for him 
to be muzzled by anyone, and if, with his 
great power of lucidity and condensation, 
he would give us a ten minutes résumé 
of the leading features of the Report. we 
should listen with great interest, and pro 
bably reward the Government by an early 
decision on this Vote. Neither the Colo- 
nial Secretary nor the Leader of the 
House has given any precedents for this 
procedure, so that L presume there are 
none. [| remember the appointment ot 
a great many Commissions im my time, 
but never have | known one the Report 
of which was sent round the world for the 
observations of people in no Way con- 
nected with it before being presented to 
Parliament. J ask the lon. Gentleman 
the Secretary to the Admiralty to return 
to the ways of his early youth, and give 
the House some information. It was not 
always that we were so anxious to heat 
him, but to-night we are dying for him 
to speak. It is a great opportunity for 
the hon. Gentleman to distinguish him- 
self, and I sincerely trust he will not 
miss it. 


before pay- 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said he could not understand 
the Government appointing this Com- 


, mission, because it did not seem to him 


that a large part of the Orange River 
Colony or the Transvaal were yet fit to 
go into. Certainly if a gentleman in 
the position of the Secretary to the 
Admiralty had gone into the portions 
of the Transvaal where soldiers might 
be settled, he would not have returned 
to tell the tale. Of what value then 
could be the Report of such a Commis 
sion? An hon. Gentleman had said 
that the Government had taken a wise 
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step in suppressing the Report, because 
if they had done so millionaires and Jand 
spectators would have taken advantage 
of it and would have bought up the 
land. 
there were many millionaires, who were 
not loved by the Boers, who would buy 
land there. He did not gather from the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
what reason he had for entertaining the 
proposals of this Commission. This Com- 
mission differed from ordinary Commis- 
sions, Inasmuch as it did not consist of 
experts. The only expert was a farmer 
who came trom Middleburg, and who 
might bea great authority on the method 
of settling people on the land ; but could 
anyone say that the Secretary to the 
Admiralty had a large amount of agri- 
cultural experience ! Was Sir Alfred 
Milner consulted on the point as to 
whether that hon. Gentleman should be 
sent out on the Commission ? It so, he 
surely might have been able to see the Re- 
port of the Commission before it was 
sent home to the right hon. Gentleman. 
But if Sir A. Milner did not see the Report 
before, why should it be sent out to him 
hetore being placed on the Table of the 
House! Why should Sir A. Milner 
be placed before the House of Commons ! 
The Report would not alter by a single 
iota the policy which Sir A. Milner 
would adopt. He could hardly believe 
that Sir A. Milner had been consulted 
as to the selection of the Commissioners 
for so important a purpose as that stated. 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
said that this was a very informing Com 
mission, and that the Report was inform- 
ing. But what could the Secretary to the 
Admiralty know of agriculture or irriga- 
tion in South Africa! He would rather 
take his opinion on Army and Navy 
matters. All sorts of conditions had to 
he considered in South Africa—-climatic 


conditions, and so forth—and a_ very 
strong Commission should have been 
appointed. Why was it necessary. to 
appoint a Commission at all?) Why 


could not Sir Alfred Milner have inter 
viewed farmers in) South Africa and 
obtained advice upon this question for 
the Government Such a course would 
have obviated the necessity of sending 
out the hon. Gentleman the Secretary to 
the Admiralty at all. But the Com- 


mission having been appointed, and 


having reported, he could not under- 
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stand why the Report was not laid on 
the Table. If the Report was one which 
would help the Government to settle 
soldiers and others in South Africa he 
failed to see why it was not published. 
For his part he believed this poliey of 
settlement on the land would not be a 
success, and it was probably owing to the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Navy also being of that opinion that the 
Report was not presented to the House. 
The scheme of the Colonial Secretary did 
not commend itself to the colonies, who 
looked with distrust upon any scheme 
of settling the colonial forces in South 
Africa. ‘The colonies wanted to retain 
their men in their own colonies. The 
opinion ot the Boers upon the appoimt ment 
of this Commission and the settlement 
of their lands was also a matter worthy 
of consideration. He thought that the 
country had a right to know, as they had 
to pay, what it was they were paying for, 
and that the Report of the Commission 
ought to be presented to the House. 
That being so he supported the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member tor Rusheliffe 
Division. 


Mr. DILLON: When the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies interrupted the 
hon. Member for the Seotland Division 
of Liverpool, he said the Government had 
no idea of expropriating property or 
aequiring land in the two Colonies, as 
vou eall them, but which we eall the two 
tepublies, except in the ordinary way of 
purchase; and my hon. friend the 
Member for Scotland Division seemed to 
be to some extent satisfied. or, at least, 
to have his fears allay ed, by the statement. 
I contess, Sir, that that statement had no 
such effect on my mind, because. in my 
opinion, the purpose and method by 
which land is to be got, or by which the 
Government expect to get land in the 
Transvaal and Orange Free State, is not 
by expropriation or confiscation atter the 
pattern of the Ulster settlement in Ire- 
land, when the inhabitants were swept 
out of the count ry, treated like wild beasts, 
and deprived of their lands. The Govern- 
ment know they have no need of having 
recourse to that system, and, for my part, 
I confess that the interruption of the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies had for 
mea most sinisterand significant meaning 
when taken in) connection with the 
recently published Papers giving particu 
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lars of the negotiations between Louis 
Botha and Lord Kitchener. When we hear 
the Seeretary of State for the Colonies 
declaring that the Government has no 
intention of confiscating the lands of the 
Boer farmers, but inte ads to acquire them 
hy the ordinary machinery of purchase. 
we are reminded in the most unpleasant 
way of what the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies did when. in his telegram to 
Sir Alfred Milner, he substituted the word 
‘loans. What. Task. was the object 
of offering these men, ruined by your 
policy, burned out of houses and homes, 
and their property carried away—what 
was the object, | say again, of offering 


) 


them loans | 


*Mr. SPEAKER. Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now eriticising corre- 


spondence which has no bearing on the 


quvestion. 


Mr. DILLON: [ am only criticising 
it in so far as it bears on the observa- 
tions of the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies when he said it was not proposed 
to acquire the land of the Boers exeept by 
methods of purchase. [ say that is not 
what he has provided for in dictating to 
Lord Kitchener the terms and the 
machinery by which he will have these 
unfortunate Boer farmers at his merey. 


*Vin. SPEAKER: These references to 
the e rrespondence in question do not 


bear on the observation made by the} 


right hon. Gentleman, that if the; 
lands were taken for the purpose of 
settling others on them, those lands! 


would be bought in the ordinary way by | 
¥ by | 


purchase or compensation. The two} 
things are quite dissimilar. | 

! 
Mr. DILLON: I shall) not press 


that point further in view of your ruling, 
Sir, but | may remark that it seems to 
me that this question of loans gives the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies the | 
opportunity of acquiring the lands, | 
and | think it is most natural that this 
rather extraordinary correction of Lord , 
Kitchener's offer should have arisen | 
in my mind when I heard the right hon. | 
Gentleman making the interruption to 
which I have alluded. The point which | 


I chiefly desire to emphasise is the im- | 
policy of appointing such a Commission | 
| 


Mr. Dillon. 
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at all. T think that is a point that has 
not been sufficiently dwelt upon, and | 
say further that the full effects of the 
appointment of that Commission are 
aggravated by the withholding of the 
Report. If we had that Report we 
would know whether it was in favour 
of or against these settlements. If it is 
against the settlements it would have a 
considerable effect in allaying the sus- 
picions of the Boers and in promoting 
peace. If, however, as I strongly suspeet, 
this Report is in favour of these  settle- 
ments. then I think the House of Com- 
mons should have an immediate oppor 
tunity of discussing it and the policy it 
embodies. [ hold. further, that the 
appointment of this Commission while the 
war was still in progress was a monstrous 
and most iniquitous blunder. [t was a 
policy caleulated, if not intended, to 
prolong the war. It appears to me 
that that is so clear that it requires no 
argument to support the contention. 
In this case you have to deal with a people 


whose history is very ;singular and 
peculiar. This is not the first time 
their lands have been taken away. 


This is not the first time they have been 
driven into the wilderness, driven too 
by the very Government with which 
they now have to deal. And when they 
hear of a Commission sent out to inves 
tigate whether it is possible to plant 
English soldiers in their country—a 
Commission presided over by a prominent 
representative of an Ulster Protestant 
constituency—I say even if these people 
were much less suspicious the natural 
conclusion in their minds would be 
that the policy about to be put in force 
was a policy of confiscation. a policy 
like that which was practised in Ireland 
with such disastrous results for the 
people of Treland. 

It may be thought by 
have not studied the question as 
carefully as [| have that this is an 
exaggerated view to take, but let me 
remind the House of one cireum- 


those who 


stance, which is of dramatie and_pic- 


turesque interest in this matter, and 
which gives colour, consistency, and 
confirmation to the views I have ex- 
pressed. This is the circumstance to 
which I refer. Commandant Louis Botha 
is probably the one man of all others 
amongst the Boers who is most inclined 
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to make peace on honourable lines, 
and put an end to this disastrous war. 
Mrs. Botha, who is acting as the emissary 
of your generals in South Africa, and 
carrying on the peace negotiations, is 
ul grand-niece of the Irish rebel, Robert 
Emmet, and do you suppose that Com- 
mandant Louis Botha, her husband, and 
the other Boer leaders are not, through 
her, familiar with every detail of the 
history of Treland, and of the ruin of our 
country by the very methods you are 
proposing to put in force in the Trans- 
vaal and Orange Free State?) They 
know what you did for Treland—the 
tyranny you introduced, the confiscation 
you practised. In this respect L may 


siy these men have lived, as it were, | 
in an Trish atmosphere; and when you | 


send out to represent you on this Com- 
mission the Member for an Ulster con- 
stituency. what conclusion can they 


come to but that vou are going to treat | 
! 


them as you treated Ireland?) What can 


you expect these men to think if you | 


are going to inflict upon the Transvaal 
and the Orange Free State a system 
which has plunged Ireland for hundreds 
of years into religious and_ political 
animosities 
port contains. | impugn the policy of the 
appointment of this Commission, and I 
say deliberately, that in’ my opinion 
the appointment of this Commission, 
and its secret Report, is in a considerable 
measure responsible for the prolongation 
ot the war. One of the conditions put 
forward by Louis Botha in his inter- 
view with Lord Kitchener was that 
there should be three millions of money 
put into the work of restoring the destruc- 
tion you have perpetrated in the Trans- 
vaal and Orange Free State. The object 
of that was, of course, to enable the 
people to hold their homes. Lord 
Kitchener agreed to that, but the right 
hon. Gentleman, who has this Report 
in his pocket. would not agree to it. Is it 
not absurd to suppose that Botha, when 
he reads these proceedings, can come to 
any other conclusion than that the reason 
why Lord Kitchener was overruled 
was because this Commission, presided 
over by the Member for West Belfast, 
would have to be set aside if Lord Kiteh- 
ener got bis way in the negotiations 
with Botha? T say this action of ap- 
pointing this Commission was a_ policy 
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| calculated to have the effect of prolonging 
ithe war. The Secretary for the Colonies 
| took a very wobbling position upon this 
Report. * First he would and then he 
would not.” He declared there was no 
obligation whatever for the Government 
to publish this Report. Then, when 
pressed, he said it would not be published 
until he had Sir Alfred Milner’s opinion 

I wish he had more respect for that 
opinion—upon the terms of peace. But 
what in the name of commonsense 
has Sir Alfred Milner’s opinion upon 
this Report to do with its publication / 
I say it is an outrage to think that 
the House of Commons is to — be 
denied this most important Report, 
bearing upon the policy of this Em- 
pire and upon the war, until Sir A. 
Milner gives his opinion. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| The First Lord of the Treasury 
| . 
jstated that the only thing that 


made him uneasy was the account of 
ithis debate that might be sent out to 
South Africa. Well, Sir, there will be a 
great deal of suspicion, and the account 
of these transactions will confirm the 
suspicion inthe minds of Botha, De Wet. 
and the Boer farmers that there is some 
monstrous effort being made to rob them 
of their land. But the Boer leaders do 
not look to the speeches of Ministers qua 
Ministers. They look to the men who 
have directed the policy of England ever 
since the Jameson Raid, not to the 
speeches of a Colonial Secretary who 
three years ago declared that it would he 
not only unwise, but immoral, to put 
pressure on the President of the Trans- 
vaal, but who, although he had made 
that declaration, within two years en- 
gaged all the forces of the Empire in 
crushing the forces of that State. So the 
Boer farmers and their leaders naturally 
look to the men who in the past have 
shown that they could make their policy 
prevail, and when they see in the press 
in South Africa, and the press here 
controlled by Rhodes and Company, 
over and over again telegrams announ- 
cing that when this war is over three- 
fourths of the farmers of the Transvaal 
will be ruined men, and will be forced to 
part with their farms at any price offered 
by the Government, and that then 
these farms should be given to British 
soldiers — then, Sir, I think IT am 
justified in saying that suspicion on 
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their part) is not unnatural. I 
must repeat these words —that three- 


fourths of the farmers will be ruined 
men, and must part with their ferms 
for any price that is offered by the Govern- 
ment. That is the policy that has been 
adopted by the party opposite. That is 
the policy avowed by the Rhodesian 
press in this country and South Africa. 
That is the policy that has made these 
men desperate, and | say deliberately 
that when the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies refuses to confirm even the offer 
of Lord Kitchener. in view of the quota- 
tions which | have referred to, and in 
view of the cheers we have listened to, 
small wonder if Louis Botha and_ his 
men should say “ Let us die with our 
arms in our hands, with as many English- 
men around us as we ean kill, rather 
than be outeasts and beggars in the 
land.” [A laugh.| I accept that laugh 
good testimony of the spirit in 
which hon. Members deal with 
this subject. [ have said outeasts in 
the land. 1 repeat, is it any wonder 


as 


some 


that 2 soldier and gentleman like 
Louis Botha would preter to die with 


arms in his hands and as many English- 
men lying round him as he could kill, 
rather than beggar in the land 
which his fathers won trom the wilder- 
ness. and which they themselves love 
and are defending with a gallantry 
which the whole annals of the human race 
can hardly surpass. 


he al 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire. W.R., Pudsey) said that in the 
speech delivered by the right hon. Gentle- 
man there were matters of great weight 
and gravity to be debated and discussed. 
The object of the right hon. Gentleman 
was apparently to dissipate what he 
believed to be the erroneous views which 
were held by the hon. Members opposed 
to him in this policy. If he desired to 
dissipate any views which he believed 
to be wrong there was one method of 
doing so—by producing the Report of the 
Commission which the House was 
desirous to have. If he was not prepared 
to produce the actual Report, the right 


sO 


hon. Gentleman might at least have 
informed the House of the gist of it. 


He might have submitted a synopsis of 
it, so that the minds of hon. Members 
might be satisfied. No blame had been 


Mr. Dillon. 
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attached to the Government 


Alfred Milner before proceeding to act on 
it, but they did blame the Government 
for refusing to take the House into their 
confidence about the matter at a time 
when the Report was being bandied 
about between London and South Africa, 
The House was in a very difficult position, 
as was the Government, with regard to 
this matter. The Government sent out 
a Commission well qualified to deal with 
such questions as might crop up, the 
president of which was so much in the 
confidence of the Government that he 
was elevated to an important post in the 
Government. in from this 
country. The hon. Gentleman made a 
Report to the Government which was no 
doubt a very able one, but before the 
Government presented it to the House 
it had to be sent out to Sir Alfred Milner 
in order that he might dot the “i's” 
and cross the “t's” of the Report of 
the hon. Gentleman. The Govern- 
ment had placed the Heuse in a very un- 
dignified position, and put a stigma upon 
the efforts of the hon. Gentleman. What 
incentive would the hon. Member in the 
future possess to undertake such labours 
if after all his trouble his Report might 
never see the daylight in the first place, 
and be held back from the House, or 
might be presented in a mutilated form. 
The debate upon this question had, in his 
opinion, been justified. The House had 
not obtained an inkling as to the sugges- 
tions which the Report contained, except 
that it contained some scheme of  pur- 
chase. No one would quarrel with any 
scheme of purchase, but he would like 
to know who it was that was going to 
purchase. Were the men who were now 
promenading the streets in khaki ‘going 
to purchase the land! Judging from 
their style he did not think they had the 
funds to do so, and if they were not to 
purchase the land who was! Was the 
unfortunate British capitalist going to 
purchase the land? These were matters 
upon which the country had a right to 
be infermed. One hon. Member had 
alluded to the physique, stamina and 
hardness of the pseudo-Yeomanry now 
being sent out to South Africa. At a time 
when we were trying to attract men 
to the Army to do this work in South 
Africa, it was advisable to present an 


his absence 


for their 
action in transmitting the Report to Sir 
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attractive scheme, so that the farm 
labourers of this country—the bona fide 
yeomen—would be attracted. If the 
(fovernment were prepared to pro- 
duce a scheme they should boldly say 
what their proposals were, and if they 
had done so, and showed that they were 
desirous of meeting in some form the 
desires of the House of Commons, they 
would have staved off the debate which 
was taking place, and have been able to 
deal with more important matters. 


Mr. LLOYD- GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) pointed out that the Govern- 
ment were alone responsible for the 
present debate and its prolongation, 
because on the last oceasion when infor- 
mation was asked on the point the 
Colonial Secretary, who refused to say 
whether there was a Report prepared 
at all, within a few minutes of the 
question being raised moved the closure. 
Here was a Commission of great impor- 
tance, which had cost nominally £2,500, 
but the actual cost of which would 
be something like £20,000,000, which 
according to the right hon.Gentleman had 
prepared a Report containing valuable in- 
formation with regard to the settlement 
of soldiers in South Africa. Yet this 
document was withheld from the very 
body which represented the people of 
England. and which had eventually to 
find the money to carry out the recom- 
mendations of the Report. It was part 
of the policy of treating the House of 
Commons with disdain. We had a new 
constitutional theory now. Sir Alfred 
Milner was the latest importation into 
our constitutional theory. Last week 
it was the House of Lords which was first 
in receiving information, and the House 
ot Commons nowhere. This week it was 
Sir Alfred Milner and the right hon. Gen- 
tleman who were first in regard to this 
important information, and the House 
of Commons nowhere. Step by step 
the House of Commons was being gradu- 
ally lowered in the constitutional and 
political scale. Soon the people's cham- 
her would be wiped out altogether, and 
the Government would be carrying out 
a policy of nominating an executive 
council to carry out the dictates of the 
Colonial Secretary. or rather of the 
Cabinet. He called the attention of the 


House to the state of the Front Ministerial 
VOL. XCI. 
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Bench. There were two occupants 
of it who knew what the Report 


contained—the Coloniai Secretary and 
the Secretary to the Admiralty. The 
former was absent, and the latter had 
gone as far towards the boundary which 
divided the House from its precincts 
as he possibly could. He was muzzled 

he was not allowed to say a word, he 
was only allowed to laugh. The laughter 
and jeers which they had heard during 
the previous speech from the Minis- 
terial Benches were very significant. 
He was not at all sure whether the 
whole meaning of the Report could not 


be evolved from those sneers. The 
House was not to be told what the 
Report contained. This was the first 


time the Report of a Commission of this 


importance had been withheld from 
the knowledge of the House. [At this 


point Mr. BaLFour took his seat.] At 
last the House was getting a responsible 
Minister to take part in the proceedings. 
He feared, however. it was not the 
First Lord of the Treasury's interest 
in the subject which had drawn him 
to the House—it was much more likely 
to be an intention to terminate the 
discussion. An indication of the real value 
of the Report was given by the Colonial 
Secretary when he explained that 
the Commission inquired about places 
for the settlement of English soldiers 
which were not in our possession. Where 
were these places! In the possession 
of the Boers—in parts of the Trans- 
vaal and Orange River Colony that 
we had not yet ever penetrated? He 
had heard about cooking a hare before 
it was caught, but the Colonial Seere- 
tary was cooking the hare before it 
had even been seen! It was no wonder 
that the Colonial Secretary showed 
small keenness to issue the Report. The 
real reason was that the right hon. 
Gentleman must be beginning to doubt 
the wisdom of his policy in appointing 
the Commission. His reluctance to pub- 
lish the Report was its condemnation. 
A more unwise, a more untortunate, a 
more reckless act than the appointment 
of this Commission had never been 
perpetrated in South Africa even by 
the Colonial Secretary. The right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury was very solemn in his appeals 
to the Opposition not to say anything 


> 
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which might reach the ears of the Boers. 
pa 
lhe appeal should have been addressed 
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to the colleague who sat next to 
him—the Colonial Secretary. It was 


not the speeches of individual Members 
of the House that did the mischief and 
the evil—it was the acts of the Govern- 
ment. Which had the greatest weight 
among the Boers, the speech of a humble 
Member below the gangway, or an act 
under the Seal of the Colonial Office, 
which appointed a Commission to inquire 
whether the Government could : settle 
soldiers upon the farms of the Boers in 
South Africa? The Boers had heard 
of the Commission, because it was ap- 
pointed, as was everything that was 
done by the Colonial Secretary, with 
a flourish of trumpets. It was one of 
the right hon. Gentleman's impulses to 
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do a cheap and popular thing, which | 


had from time to time created so much 
mischief. It had been suggested by the 
papers supporting the Colonial Secretary 
that the farms ought to be divided 
amongst the yeomen. In one journal 
an article was headed, “The Spoils for 
the Victors “—it was a recommendation 
from beginning to end in favour of 
confiscating the property of ~ these 
rebels.” If the Government wished to 
encourage the Boers and provoke them 
to prolong the war to the utmost they 
could do so in no better way than by 
such foolish. such indiscreet acts as the 
appointment of this Settlement Com- 
mission. The mere statement of the 
Colonial Secretary that we should buy out 
the Boers was no answer to their anxiety 


for the safety of their homesteads. The 
right hon. Gentleman had denuded 


their country, depleted their farms, burnt 
their homes, and now proposed to buy 
them out! What was there that would 
in the slightest degree make these people 
believe that our intention was not to 
turn them out? The result of the 
Colonial Secretary's refusal to publish 
the Report would be that the suspicious 
nature of the Boers, of which so much 
had been heard, would be stirred to 


its depths, and that the war would be | 


prolonged for a longer and more inde- 
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finite period. The right hon. Gentle 
man ought not only to publish the 
Report but also to state whether he was 
going to act upon it. 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich) stated that, having travelled 


through the Transvaal, he was able to 
form a fair idea as to the nature of the 
country, and in his opinion— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
would not be in order in discussing 
the probability of success or failure of 
a scheme of settlement in the Transvaal. 

Mr. CAWLEY desired merely to 
impress upon the right hon. Gentleman 
the importance of telling the British 


|public the truth about the country. 


If this Report were published, it would 
doubtless save a great number of the 
yeomen and others who were going 
out to South Africa from dire disap- 
pointment. Before the war commenced 
a certain portion of the British press 
incited the people of this country to 
war by making out that the Transvaal 
was a sort of El Dorado for farmers. 
It was a peculiar thing that the people 
who knew least about farming always 
thought that they knew most, and the 
greater number of the yeomen, who 
had no real knowledge of farming—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER intimated that the 
hon. Member was again entering into 
the policy of such a scheme of settle 
ment. 

Mr. CAWLEY said he would merely 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to recon- 
sider his decision, and give an epitome 
of the Report, so that the British public 
might not go out to South Africa, only 
to meet with disappointment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his 
place, and claimed to move, ‘* That the 
Question be now put.’ 

Question put, “That the Question 
be now put.” 

The House divided:—Ayes, 193 ;. Noes, 
118. (Division List No. 98.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 


Allen, Chas. P.(Glouc., Stroud) | Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 


| Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 


3agot, Capt. Joceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Baldwin, Alfred 
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Balfour, Kt.Hn.A.J.(Maneh’r. | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) | Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds | 


Janbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 


| Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) | 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) | 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol) | Gretton, John 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

siewood, James 

Bluudell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Grithth- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

sullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Kt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen (Wore’1 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, [rwinEdward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Dighy, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCockfield 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster,SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, Hon. GeorgeJoachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert | 
Asher, Alexander 

sayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 


| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 

| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

| Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mdd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'rd | 
Harris, F. Leverton(‘Tynem’th) 
Heath, James(Stattords. ,N. W. 
Hoare, E. b. (Hampstead) 
Hope,J F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Howard,Capt. J.(Kent, Favers. 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenh’m 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 


| Jebb,Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) | 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Lony, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 


| Lueas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 


Macdona, John Cumming 
Macel ver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, RtHnSirHE ( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriessh. 
Middiemore, John T. 
Milward, Col. Victor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


| More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 


| Morrell, George Herbert 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford | 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHnA.Grabam(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 


Newdigate, FrancisAlexander | 
Nicholson, William Graham 


NOES. 


Brigg, John 


| Broadhurst, Henry 


Burke, E. Haviland- 
3urns, John 
Burt, Thomas 


| Caine, William Sproston 


Caldwell, James 


| Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
| Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
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Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Curne 
Ratelitte, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
tentoul, James Alexander 
titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropuer, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
found, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sainuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tynes’de 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und. L.) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson. John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander( Berks. E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Claney, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
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Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Ellis, John Edward 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
lynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone,Rt. Hon. Herbert J. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griftith, Ellis J. 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 

Joyce, Michael 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Question put accordingly, 

* £893,316 ’ 

tion.” 


Aecland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 


Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW .{ Leeds | 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. ‘SirM. H( 3ristol) 
Bentine k, Lord Henry C, 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bizwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cautley, ey Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


Cavendish, V, ¢. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
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Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M*Killop, W. - eaeaaaan 
Mooney, John J 
Morgan,J.Lloy acc armarthen) 
Morton, — J.C.(Devonport) 
Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, — (Louth, South) 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipp'rary Mid 
(Connor, James( Wicklow, W) 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
(YDowd, John 

Malley, pga 
O'Shaughnessy, P. - 
Partington, ~ 

Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

teddy, M. 


“ That 


AYES. 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J (Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

‘ohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 

‘ook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
‘orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
‘ox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
‘ranborne, Viscount 

‘ross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir C harles| 
vavies SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingtield- 
Dimsdale,SirJosephCocktield 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynE dward 


AAA AZ ZAS 


~ 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Finch, George H. 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
loster,Sir Michael(Lond. Univ, 
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The House divided :- 
(Division List No. 9%.) 
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Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
a 


Ric kett, J. Compton 
tigg, R ichard 


Roverts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair, Capt.Jn.(Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, RtHnC. RK. (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Thompson, E .C.(Monaghan,N. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York. E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York. W.R, 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Fred W .( Norfolk Mid.) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


-Ayes, 196: Noes, 


Garfit, William 

Gibbs,Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gore, Hon. F. S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.SirJohn Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirE. W. (Bury St. Ed. 
Greene, Senzyli. Shecment ] 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt Hn, LordG (Mid'’x 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashfd. 
Harris, F. Leverton(T ynem th) 
Heath, James (Staffords,N. W. 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampste'd 
Hobhouse, Henry (Homers 
Hope,J. F. (Shefld, Brightside 
Howard ,C oe J(Kent,Faversh. 
Howard, J.(Midx. ,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. ht.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnston, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, W illiam 
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King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
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- Laurie, Lieut.-General 


Lawson, John Grant 

Lee,Ar thurH. (Hants. Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Curvie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Long,Col. CharlesW. Evesham 
Lone, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. H. ~ 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J. H.( Dumfriessh. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, R. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Dav..J.(Walthamst’ w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Mount, yg am Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G.( Bute) 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allen, Charles P(Giloue.. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, RUHon Herbert Henry 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beil, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
doyle, Janes 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, Jobn Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, E ugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, a: 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, JohnA. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duty, W iNliam J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Fenw ick, Charles 

Ffrench. Peter 

Field, William 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) | 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John 8S. G,. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higegins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
a hk. F. 

Reid, James ((G;reenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Rolleston, Sir John F. J 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W alter 
Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC(Northum. Tyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F.:D.(Strand) 


NOES. 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo. ) 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, . Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardie, J. (MerthyrTydvil) 
Harwood, sane 

Hayden, Jolin Patriek 
Hayne, Kt. ee Chas. Seale- 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.( Bristol ,E. ) 
Holland, W inlian Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy y, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Wim. (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 


| M‘Fadden, Edward 


M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
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Stanley. Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
—— Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf?dUniv. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut. Col. C. E. 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton u. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wolt!, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Cominander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, a . 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Brien, ‘on ap. (C ork) 
O Brien, Kendal(Tipper'ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

Seda ge Oswald 

Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, — 

Reddy, 

Fed eand, John (E. Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
{eid ,SirR. Threshie (Dumfries 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Loverts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,Capt. Jn. (Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn. CR(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
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Warner,Thomas Courtenay T. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White. Luke (York, W. R.) 
Whiteley George (York,E.R. ) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.”’ 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
referred to the item in respect to savings 
banks and friendly society deficiencies. 
The deficiency this year in respect of 
savings banks amounted to £39,866, and 
in 1903, when the interest on Consols 
was reduced, the deficiency might be 
materially increased. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would be faced with the 
serious question of how that deficiency 
in respect of both trustee and post office 
savings banks should be dealt with, and 
he hoped that the idea which would com- 
mend itself to the right hon. Gentleman 
would be not only an increased power of 
investment to the National Debt Com- 
missioners in respect of funds entrusted 
to them and paid over by the savings 
banks, but also that the trustees and 
managers of the savings banks would be 
allowed greater powers of investment in 
local and other securities. The Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer had more than 
once stated that legislation on this subject 
must take place, and last session a Bill 
was introduced providing for a fluctuat- 
ing rate of interest to the depositors. 
Those connected with banks generally, 
not only the depositors, but also trustees 
and managers, felt that such a fluctuating 
rate of interest fixed annually would be a 
matter of great difficulty with regard to 
anticipatory calculation, and also that it 
would have a tendency to decrease the 
deposits in savings banks, which were so 
conducive to the thrift and providence of 
the country. As Chairman of the Inspec- 


tion Committee of Trustee Savings 
Banks, he (the speaker) believed, so 


far as it was possible to form a judgment, 
that the deposits were made by those 
elasses which it was the original intention 
of the Savings Banks Act to help, and 
that generally speaking the banks had 
the great provident value which had 
always been attached to them. Further, 


the State got the benefit of the services 
of these honorary trustees and managers, 
who did most admirable work on behalf 





{COMMONS} 


Whitley, J. H. 
Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid Mr. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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T. P. O'Connor. 


(Halifax) 


of the country. His main object in rising 
was to make a strong appeal to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to make at least a 
full inquiry before he again proposed a 
measure for the establishment of a flue- 
tuating rate of interest, and also to give 
an opportunity to those connected with 
the banks to express the very strong wish 
that existed for an enlarged field of invest- 
ment. He believed that properly made 
investments in local securities were the 
very best and a perfectly safe form of 
investment, and he hoped before any 
legislation was atempted with regard to 
the matters he had referred to a com- 
mittee would be appointed to inquire into 
the whole subject. and into the 
expediency of effecting those adminis- 
trative reforms which had recom 
mended by the Inspection Committee in 
its annual reports. and embodied — by 
himself in a Bill which he had intro- 
duced into the House of Commons. 


*Sirn WILLIAM HARCOURT: I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will be ex- 
tremely cautious in dealing with this 
matter at all. When this question was 
before us on a previous occasion it was 
supposed that Consols were too high, and 
that they were going up to 150. The 
present tendency seems to be to go to 50 
rather than 150. The dangers which 
were anticipated with reference to 
savings banks in consequence of what are 
called the terribly inflated condition ot 
Consols has disappeared, and I do not 
think the danger is likely to reappear— 
at present, at all events. Therefore, if 
I might venture to offer any suggestion 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer it 
would be to leave this matter alone. 


Mr. BARTLEY said that with Consols 
at 95 and Exchequer Bills bringing in 
311 the House might very well wait before 
dealing with this subject. He seriously 
doubted the wisdom of largely increasing 
the scope of the present investments of 
savings banks, because directly t he savings 
banks held large sums in other securities 
they practically guaranteed those securi- 
ties, and the advantage of their having 
a larger field of investment was at once 


heen 








120 


don 
to § 
rate 
the 
tuat 
if né 
of t 
thai 
Wwou 
con; 
Exe 
at 


M 
the 
how 
whi 
inve 
of t 
give 
that 
men 
that 
cone 
dep: 
righ 
Wise 
Con: 
deci: 
was 
by t 
and 
from 
valu 
the 
inves 


M 
Mem 
on t] 
ques 
the 
mad 
very 
advo 
why 
in si 
The’ 
state 
1899 
Exch 
end « 
to k 
stooc 








200 


Mr 


sols 

in 
ore 
isly 
ing 
- of 
ngs 
ties 
ITl- 
ing 
nee 








1201 Civil Service (Supple- {25 MAI 
done away with. 
to go into the subject of the fluctuating 
rate of Consols, but he could not see why 
the savings bank rate should not fluc- 
tuate the same as any other bank rate, 
if necessary. From the present condition 
of the money market it was not likely 
that the difficulty with regard to Consols 
would arise for some years, and he 
congratulated the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer on not having done much 
at present. 


Mr. COHEN urged the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to be very cautious as to 
how he interfered with the securities in 


which savings banks funds might be 
invested. The depositors had the security 


of the State, and when the State had 
given that security it should take care 
that the funds were invested in Govern- 
ment securities. He did not say that 
that was a rule from which under no 


conceivable circumstances should any 
departure be made, but certainly the 
right hon. Gentleman had been very 


wise in not allowing the actual price of 
Consols at the moment to govern his 
decision in the matter. The question 
was far too important to be determined 
by the fluctuation in the price of Consols, 
and if the present rule were departed 
from it would artificially appreciate the 
value of the other securities in which 


the savings banks were permitted to 
invest. 
Mr. LOUGH congratulated the hon. 


Members for East and North Islington 
on their change of mind in regard to this 
question, and reminded them that when 
the Bill to which reference had been 
made was introduced he stood up for the 
very principle they were now so well 
advocating. There was every reason 
why the rate of interest paid to depositors 
in savings banks should not fluctuate. 
The Vote before the House dealt with the 
state of savings banks only to the end of 
1899, but perhaps the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer could state the position at the 
end of 1900, as the House would be glad 
to know exactly how the matter now 
stood. 


Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) 
joined in the congratulations that no 
change was about to be made in the 





It was not necessary ' 
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present conditions. He very strongly 
held the opinion that a fluctuating rate 
of interest would be a great calamity to 
all the investing classes of the country, 
and also that the reduction of the 
present rate of interest would be detri- 
mental to savings banks. He therefore 
hoped that no change would be made in 
either respect so long as present con- 
ditions obtained. 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) 
said the Manchester trustees of savings 
banks felt very keenly that they were 
compelled to invest the money they lent 
in the purchase of Manchester Corpora- 
tion stock. They wished most dis- 
tinctly not to be obliged to purchase 
stock which fluctuated, but to be allowed 
to lend money in fixed sums to be re- 
turned in the same amounts. They did 
not wish to incur the risk of complica- 
tions arising in the market ; it they lent 
£100 they desired to get £100 back. The 
House had never had any explanation 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
as to why they were subjected to the 
present inconvenience. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS desired to call 
attention to a matter which affected a 
large class of taxpayers in the country. 
The income-tax on incomes up to £700 a 
year was graduated——-. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not see under 
which part of the Vote the hon. Member 
is proceeding. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS said that 
under the Inland Revenue Vote there 
were certain charges for law expenses, 
prosecutions, and collection, and_ his 
point was that under the existing ad- 
ministration there were very considerable 
difficulties in the way of people obtaining 
rebates of amounts due to them if their 
incomes were less than £700 a year. He 
did not in the least blame the local 
officers, as they simply acted upon 
instructions, but it ought to be made as 
easy as possible for people to obtain such 
rebates as they were entitled to. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not see how 
this comes under the present Vote. 
The hon. Member's complaint seems 


rather to touch the policy of the Chan- 





1203 Civil Service (Supple- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and in that case ' 
would come on on the ordinary Esti- 
inates, on the Vote for the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s salary. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS then called 
attention to the desirability of improving 
post office accommodation at the large 
railway stations in this country. On 
the Continent the accommodation for 
post office purposes at the stations was 
infinitely superior to that provided in 
this country. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. HERBERT LEWIS thought that 


if these military operations were under- 
taken, one of their main objects being to 
put down slavery, we should be perfectly 
consistent and put down slavery where 
we had the power to do so as early as 
possible. He concluded by thanking 
the Speaker for the courtesy with which 
he had pointed out the circumstances 
under which he was precluded from 
raising the questions to which he had 
referred, but doubtless other occasions 
would arise upon which he could return, 


mentary) Estimates. 


-to those subjects. 


*Mr. SPEAKER intimated that in the 
Report of Supply for the 28th February 
there was a Vote for post oftice buildings, 
but not in the Report under discussion. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS then directed 
attention to the Vote for stationery and 
printing, and thought the House was 
entitled to have the printing of Hansard 
done more expeditiously. Members of 
the Canadian Parliament actually had 
on their breakfast tables the report of 
the debate of the previous evening. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This Vote is for 
printing done for public departments and 
in the Stationery Office. Hansard is 
not printed in the Stationery Office ; 
there is merely an arrangement between 
the Treasury and Hansard by which a 
certain number of copies are supplied. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS was about to 
refer to the question of slavery in British 
East Africa, when 


*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that the 
only expenses asked for in the Supple- 
mentary Estimate with regard to British 
East Africa were in relation to a punitive 
expedition, and the abolition of slavery 
would not come under that. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS. said the 
House was constantly being told that 
the object of these military expeditions 
in distant parts of the Empire was the 
suppression of slavery, and under these 
circumstances he thought the House 
had a right to sav a word with regard to 
the cost of those operations. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


must confine his remarks to this par- 
ticular expedition in Zanzibar. 
Mr, Speaker. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
reterred to the Printing and Stationery 
Vote, a portion of which was required 
for mourning stationery in connection 
with the death of the late Queen. He 
did not intend to quibble with the amount 


spent. but he certainly thought the 
Government might have set a better 


standard of taste in regard to the sta- 
tionery. Its hideous black border was 
offensive to the eve and thfe taste. [Minis- 
terial laughter.}| If hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had no taste he could not help it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
observation is beyond the courtesies of 
debate. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: In that case, 
Sir, | will call your attention to the fact 
that hon. Gentlemen sitting opposite 
are evidently not in a fit condition to 
behave themselves. 


*\Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
again is a most irregular observation, 
and I must ask the hon. Gentleman. to 
withdraw it. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: As probably | 
cannot. preve it. | beg to withdraw the 
observation. The hon. Member ex- 
pressed the hope that when in future 
such stationery was required some form 
of border would be devised which was 
less’ offensive to the taste than that now 
adopted. He also objected to the Vote 
of £20,000 which took the form of a 
grant to the Duke and Duchess of Corn- 
wall and York in connection with their 
visit to the colonies. The object for 


‘which that expense had been incurred 


had been neither considered nor sanc- 


tioned by the House of Commons, and 
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he asked whether it was in accordance 
with constitutional practice and proce- 
dure that the nation should be called 
upon to bear such expenses without the 
House of Commons having first sane- 
tioned the expenditure. Cases of emer- 
gency might arise wherein it was necessary 
to incur liabilities without an opportunity 
presenting itself for consulting the House 
of Commons, but that was not the case 
on the present occasion. If this expendi- 
ture was not being incurred under any 
rule or decision of the House, by whose 
authority was it undertaken ? The next 
Vote on the Paper was in connection 
with the funeral of the late Queen. He 
had no objection whatever to the amount 
spent on the funeral ceremony ; his ob- 
jection was entirely to the manner in 
which the money had been expended. 
The ceremony took the form of a military 
funeral, and he protested in the strongest 
and most emphatic manner against the 
Head of a constitutional State being 
buried with military honours, to the total 
exclusion of the whole civil and religious 
life of the community. The late Queen 
was the head of the Army. but she was 
also head of the Anglican Church as by 
law established, of the law courts, and of 
the State, and an explanation was due 
to the nation why the funeral was 
entirely a military display trom which 
civic, religious, and communal life was 
altogether excluded. A part of the 
Vote was for stands erected along the 
route of the procession. He recalled 
with a feeling of shame that he had the 
honour of occupying a position on one 
of those stands. There were three stands 
erected, one for the veterans of the Army. 
one for cadets being trained tor the 
Army, and the third tor Members of the 
House of Commons. The dignified part 
which the representatives of the people 
of England were called upon to play 
in the funeral ceremonies of England's 
greatest Queen was to stand on tip-toe 
upon a stand some thirty vards away 
from the procession in order to obtain 
a glimpse of it as it passed along. Who- 


ever was responsible for the making of 
those arrangements was guilty of an 
insult to the nation at large and to the 
House of Commons in particular. The 
leading characteristic of the august Lady 
who tor so long adorned her high office 
was that of domestic simplicity. 


Nothing 
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gaudy appealed to her; garish displays 
were alien to her tastes and feelings ; 
and it did seem to him a mockery that 
the last ceremony in connection with 
the passing of such a Queen should have 
taken the form of a huge military dis- 
play, a pageant, a show for the multi- 
tudes to gape at, from which all simplicity 
was absent, andin connection with which 
feelings of reverence were all but an im 
possibility. [** No.” ] Hon. Members might 
differ from him on that point ; his feelings 
were dictated by what obtained among 
the simple and homely people of a Scotch 
village. where reverence for the dead 
was a marked and distinguishing feature 
of all these last rites and ceremonies, 
and the great military show, and the 
enormous crowd otf people, assembled 
not to do reverence to England's dead 
Queen, but to see the ceremony pro- 
vided tor them, grated upon his feelings. 
What he felt then, and what he felt now, 
was that the dead body of England's 
Queen was used as a recruting sergeant 
to help the military designs now being 
carried into effect. Apart from any 
feeling of that kind the fact could not 
he denied, and dare not be disputed. 
that the House of Commons, the repre 
sentative of the nation, was ignored and 
passed over, and that the gentlemen otf 
England were prepared to submit to the 
indignity without protest and without 
feeling the degradation it involved. If 
anything were required to mark the 
decadence of England's greatness they 
had it in the fact that the House of Com- 
mons, composed of English gentlemen, 
was prepared to see its high position 
taken from it, and the soldier placed 
where the ruler by right should stand. 
He asked tor information in connection 
with these two items—first of all, by 
whose authority the expenditure for the 
Duke and Duchess of Cornwall's tour 
had been incurred, and secondly, who 
was responsible for the arrangements 
in connection with the funeral of the 
late Queen, and why it was that the 
funeral was turned into a military dis- 
play from which the civil life of the nation 
was altogether eliminated ? 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  Beacu, 
Bristol.W.) : The hon. Member has ealled 
attention to two items in the Supple- 
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mentary Estimate. The first is that of 
£20,000 for the tour of the Duke and 
Duchess of Cornwall and York to our 
colonial possessions. He has asked by 
whose authority the expenditure has 
been incurred. By my authority. I 
am convinced that there is perhaps no 
item in all the Estimates that are 
presented this year which would be 
more cheerfully voted by the House 
et Commons than that of the expenses 
of this tour, undertaken, as it is, 
ut personal sacrifice to the Duke and 
Duchess and the King and Queen, in the 
discharge of a solemn duty, undertaken 
at the request of our great colonies in 
Australasia and Canada and in other 
parts of the world, and calculated, I be- 
lieve, to be of immense advantage in 
consolidating and welding together our 
Empire. and in instructing its future 
ruler as to the greatness of his responsi- 
bilities. I do not believe that even the 
hon. Member himself really seriously 
objects to this Vote. I now come to the 
second point to which the hon. Member 
called attention—the expenses of the 
funeral of her late Majesty the Queen. 
The hon. Member has not expressed, 


and | am quite sure that no one 
would express. any objection to the 
amount of the Vote, but he has 
called attention to the manner in 


which the funeral appeared to him to 
have been conducted. He has described 
it as a military pageant from which the 
civil and religious elements were entirely 
absent. and he has stated that in his 
opinion that solemn procession through 
the streets of the metropolis was viewed 
merely as a pageant by the hundreds 
and thousands of spectators, and not 
with feelings of reverence. I do not 
think that would be the impression of 
anyone else who witnessed it. If there 
was a military element in the funeral 
it was largely necessitated by the fact 
that it was impossible to keep the streets 
without the presence of the military, 
and no one, so far as I am aware, 
has expressed any objection to this 
except the hon. Member himself. I am 
persuaded that though there was a 
certain amount of military ceremony in 
the funeral, it was not more than was 
right and proper in the funeral of a 
Sovereign of this country, that the cere- 
meny was solemn, quiet, and reverent, 


Sir Michael Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 
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and that certainly both the civil and 
religious elements were adequately repre- 
sented. The hon. Member has found 
fault with the accommodation reserved 
for the House of Commons. I have 
nothing to do with arrangements of that 
kind. All the arrangements for the 
funeral were under the supreme control 
ot the Duke of Norfolk, the Earl Marshal, 
who, I think, the House will remember 
was not long ago responsible for similar 
arrangements on the occasion of the 
public funeral of Mr. Gladstone, and 
who, I believe, conducted on both ocea- 
sions the arrangements entrusted to him 
in a manner deserving praise. I do not 
think the hon. Member is justified in 
the remarks he has made, and | think it 
was perfectly evident that they did not 
meet with the sympathy of the House. 
Having dealt with these two points 
I will say one or two words on the 
matter brought before the House by 
the hon. Member for South Islington. 
He referred to the item in the Vote for 
the expenses of the saving:hanks. I am 
glad to observe that this is a diminishing 
item owing to the fact that the invest- 
ments have been more profitable during 
the past year than in the immediately 
preceding years. I agree with the hon. 
Member that it is eminently desirable that 
careful inquiry by the House of Com- 
mons should precede any legislation on 
this subject. When | introduced my 
Bill last year I was careful to state that 
such was my intention. | do not antici- 
pate that any Bill for dealing with the 
interest paid to depositors in savings 
banks should or ought to receive assent 
without very careful previous inquiry by 
a Select Committee ; and although I am 
sorry that the particular proposal | made 
was not very well received by some 
Members of the House, yet I am by no 
means wanting in the hope that when it 
comes to be fairly examined and discussed 
it may be found to be much more valuable 
than has been supposed. I can only say 
that it has been eminently successful in 
connection with savings banks in 
France. There is one point which makes 
the matter somewhat urgent. and that is 
the fact that in 1903 the rate of interest 
in Consols is automatically reduced by 
1 per cent., and that as the savings banks 
moneys are largely invested in Consols, 
the income from this investment will 
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diminish by a large annual sum ; and 
therefore after that time there may be a 
considerable deficiency to be voted by 
Parliament. Before that time comes 
the question must be examined by the 
House of Commons in order to ascertain 
in what way it can be dealt with. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND directed 
attention to the fact that the last fifteen 
Votes in the Supplementary Estimate 
were passed through Committee without 
a single word being said about them, 
owing to the new procedure adopted by 
the First Lord of the Treasury, and by 
which they were lumped together. He 
would ask the Secretary to theTreasury to 
give some information to the House upon 
some of the subjects in connection with 
which they were asked to vote money. 
Inthe Stationery and Printing Vote there 
was the extraordinary sum of £100,000, 
which the Secretary to the Treasury said 
had been necessitated by the war. He 
had often said that there was absolutely 
no knowing where the expenses of the war 
were going to end. The large sum 
asked to conduct military operations did 
not represent what would be the full 
cost of the war, and that was illustrated 
by the fact that no less a sum than 
£100,000 extra was asked for stationery 
and printing. Could the Secretary to the 
Treasury give any facts to justify this 
enormous sum? That gigantic sum 
appeared to be out of all proportion to 
any real necessity there could be. An 
additional sum of £15,800 was asked for 
the diplomatic and consular services. 
How did it come about that this consider- 
able sum was asked for! He presumed 
that it was expense which had arisen out 
of military operations in China. He 
also asked explanations of £4,000 in con- 
nection with the state of affairs in the 
Portuguese Settlement, and £1,200 for 
telegrams in connection with the state 
of affairs in the Far East. It would be 
much better in his opinion if the Govern- 
ment were to cease their policy of aggra- 
vating the Chinese, and leave them alone 
in their own country. He was sure they 
would treat in a proper way the Euro- 
peans going there, but the present system 
of harrying and worrying the Chinese 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


question is not relevant. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
mentioned this merely for the purpose 
of pointing out that the cause of the cost 
of which he complained was to be found 
in the warlike policy of His Majesty's 
Government. Inthe Vote for the Trea- 
sury Chest Fund an increase of £63,261 
was asked. He ventured to say that the 
explanation given of that amount was 
not quite clear. They were asked to vote 
an additional sum of £4,600 for the Lord 
Chamberlain's Department to provide 
insignia of the Distinguished Service 
Order. No doubt that Order was highly 
prized by the gentlemen who earned it, 
and no doubt they received it in a meri- 
torious and proper way. He _ believed 
that the vast majority of those who 
received the Order would teel it to be 
only a compliment to be allowed to pay 
any paltry cost there might be in connee- 
tion with providing themselves with the 
decoration which they hung upon their 
breast. When there there were so many 
people in the direst straits in this country, 
when they found themselves surrounded 
in every part of the United Kingdom 
by distress, when they knew that even 
within a few minutes walk of the House 
there were in the streets and alleys and 
slums of Westminster people who were 
probably at the moment hungering for 
a crust of bread, and suffering semi- 
starvation, it was rather frivolous that 
the taxpayers should be asked to pay 
£4,600 merely for the purpose of buying 
some blue, green. red, or vellow ribbon to 
decorate the coats of gentlemen who had 
been awarded the Distinguished Service 
Order. The next Vote had reference 
to the Duke and Duchess of Cornwall's 
visit tothe Colonies. With regard to that 
he had nothing whatever to say. He 
thought if they sent them there it would 
be rather hard to ask them to go without 
their travelling expenses. The Irish felt 
it. no doubt, a hard thing that they 
should be called upon to pay a proportion 
of that expense, which really did not 
affect them much, but from the English 
point of view, and from the ordinary 
commercial business point of view, he did 
not blame the Government for paying the 
travelling expenses of their Royal High- 
With regard to the Vote of 
Her late 
Majesty. he did not desire to say a single 
word. That wasa matter forthe country 


mentary) Estimates, 


nesses. 
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and the House of Commons, and if they 
thought that the money was properly 
expended he did not feel disposed to offer 
any objection. It was a hardship and 
a grievance that Members of the House 
should be called upon at that hour 
(11.25 p.m.) to consider fifteen Votes. 
upon which they were not allowed to say 
one word in Committee of Supply. He 
might say in this connection that he 
helieved the whole House of Commons 
heard with the greatest satisfaction the 
statement which Mr. Speaker made from 
the Chair, in connection with the new 
departure of lumping the Votes of the 
Supplementary Estimate together, that 
this would not be regarded as a_pre- 
cedent by the Government in the future. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stat- 
fordshire. Lichfield) called attention to the 
extra expenditure in connection with the 
diplomatic service. The Vote showed an 
increase of 75 per cent. on the original 
Estimate, and that mainly for telegrams. 
That was a very large increase in one 
vear after the Estimates had been made 
out. That could not be entirely owing to 
the prolongation of the war, for even 
if the war had been over there would 
have been large expenditure in connection 
with peace negotiations. An increase ot 
75 per cent. on diplomatic telegrams was 
more than could be accepted without 
very considerable explanation. Several 
hon. Members had intended to raise the 
question in Committee, but were pre- 
cluded trom doing so because the Vote 
was not reached. There was very con- 
siderable ditticulty in’ discussing the 
matter on the Report stage. and his 
only course was to move a reduction at 
once. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


cannot now move a reduction. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said that 
that was another difficulty which con- 
fronted hon. Members when discussing 
Estimates on the Report stage. He hoped 
that the Government would give the 
House some explanation of such a large 
increase. He regretted that hon. Mem- 
bers should be precluded from discussing 
such an important question in Committee. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAMBER- 
Mr. William Redinond. 


{COMMONS} 
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LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): I will deal as 
briefly as I can, but | hope with sufficient 
fulness to satisfy hon. Members, with the 
various questions that have beenaddressed 
tome. If the hon. Member who has just 
spoken will look at the Vote he will 
observe that only £4,000 can in any way 
be said to be connected with the state of 
war existing in South Africa. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: | 
pointed out that it was not due to the 
war in any way. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Then 
the hon. Member relieves me from 
the necessity of making any further 
explanation. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Then 


what was the cause of the increase ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
first cause Is the disturbed condition of 
affairs in China, and secondly there is a 
sum of £4.000 for telegrams with refer- 
ence to the state of affairs at Lorenco 
Marques. As the hon. Member knows, 
Lorenco Marques became of very consider- 
able importance. Events of great inte- 
rest took place there, and he will under- 
stand that it was necessary for the Foreign 
Secretary to communicate with our repre- 
sentative there, and not infrequently. 
It is not unreasonable. having regard to 
the circumstances of the past year. that 
more inquiries than were anticipated were 
necessary. especially when it is remem- 
bered that the Estimates had to be framed 
in October. November and December of 
the year before last. The hon. Member 
for East Clare asked me to give him 
some indication as to how the £100.000 
for the Stationery Vote was made up. 
that sum being described in the Vote as 
being mainly due to the war. | ought 
to say that the Stationery Vote includes 
something more than hon. Members 
may suppose. It is not only notepaper 
and printing. but a variety of other stores 
also, such as packing-paper, required by 
the War Office for the stores they have 
sent out to South Africa. That has been 
supplied by the Stationery Office, as well 
as special waterproof coverings to cover 
articles which might be damaged by 
damp. Then there were thirteen million 
envelopes demanded by the War Office in 
excess of their normal supply, and 
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250,000 discharge certificates were also|in this Vote for the payment of the 


required in excess of the usual supply. | 


Then there were special account books 
for the use of officers and men, which 
were prepared with counterfoils, so that 
an order might be given for payment and 
a record kept. Of all ordinary supplies 
there has been a large excess required 
this year. Without wearying the House, 
[ think I have said sufficient to show hon. 
Members how the increase has occurred. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
was much obliged to the hon. Gentleman 
for the information, and merely wished 
to ask whether the hon. Gentleman 
would consider the advisability of putting 
the details in the Estimates next year, 
which would have the effect of prevent- 
ing him and other hon, Members from 
making speeches. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : | 
would be very ready to fall in with the 
hon. Gentleman's view, and am perfectly 
open to make a bargain with him. The 
hon. Gentleman asked me to explain the 
item for the Treasury Chest Fund. This 
consists of a fixed sum of about £700,000 
tosupply various treasury chests abroad, 
and to meet the needs of the Services in 
different places. In ordinary years there 
may be some deficiency to be made good 
owing to the loss incurred in transterring 
money. In the present year there has 
been a loss on the Treasury Chest Fund 
in some dozen different stations, and 
profits on treasury bills in half a dozen 
others, but of course the main item which 
has raised the figure this year is the very 
large sum required in South Africa for 
the pay of our forces. In ordinary times 
the money required by the treasury 
chest at the Cape is provided by the Cape 
Government, we supplying them in re- 
turn with any money they may require in 
London. But owing to the very large 
increase in the amount necessitated by 
the war, the Cape Government were not 
able to supply us, and we were obliged to 
make arrangements with the banks in- 
stead. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked if 
the money for the troops would appear 
again in the Army Estimates. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Oh, 


money is 


yes, Sir. No included 





troops ; this is merely the cost ot 
providing money in South Africa. 
Then, with reference to the provision 
of the Distinguished Service Order 
badges, the War Office anticipated that a 
considerable number would be required. 
[Mr. LaroucHere: Have they got them 
in stock ?] Yes, Sir; there are a certain 
number in stock, which will shortly be 
required. Some, | believe, have already 
been required in connection with the 
operations in China and West Africa, 
though none up to the present in connec- 
tion with the operations in South Africa. 
By ordering a very large number we have 
been able to secure a very considerable 
reduction on each badge. [Mr. W. Rep- 
MOND: How much?] I speak from 
memory, but I think | am substantially 
correct when I say that the reduction is 
from £9 12s. to £6. [Mir. W. Repvonn: 
How much does a Victoria Cross cost ?| 
There are no Victoria Crosses in this Vote, 
but [ imagine that the Victoria Cross 
does not cost anything like as much as 
the Distinguished Service Order Badge. 
The hon. Member suggested, [ do not 
think seriously, that the recipients ot 
these honours should be called upon to 
pay for them. IJ think that would be 
very ungracious, all the more as the Order 


‘is one that is given to all ranks, and may 


therefore be a very heavy tax on the 
scanty means of some of the recipients. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
that, while acknowledging the courtesy 
of the hon. Gentleman, he desired to call 
attention to two points. There was an 
enormous increase in the Post Office Vote. 
regarding which he should like to have 
an explanation. Then there was £200,000 
added tor Commissions. He was a 
Member of the Port and Dock Board ot 
Dublin, and he wished to have a Com- 
mission appointed, and would like to 
know its probable cost. Then the ex- 
penses connected with the Scotch Private 
Bill Act were increased by £100,000. He 
would also like some explanation as to 
that, because it was a subject in which 
Irish Members took an enormous amount 
of interest. He objected, as a business 
man, to the way in which the Supply 
Estimates were brought forward in one 
sum. The heads of the different Depart- 
ments ought to be criticised across the 
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fashion. He hoped the system would 
not be used as a precedent, but that in 
future the financial business of the House 
would be carried on on ordinary business 
principles. Surely no commercial firm 
would lump such an enormous number 
of items together without giving an oppor- 
tunity of their being analysed or audited. 
He entirely agreed with what had been 
said with regard to the savings banks. 
and believed it would be highly prejudicial 
if the rate of interest were to fluctuate. 
In his opinion it ought to be a settled rate. 
He trusted the hon. Gentleman would 
give him some information about the in- 
crease in the Post Office Vote. Of course, 
he knew it extended over the three king- 


doms. but still the Post Office authorities | 


ought to be able to judge their expendi- 
ture better. 


Mr. NANNETTI said that with reter- 
ence to the stationery and printing con- | 
tracts he was not. satisfied with the 
explanation that had been given. As 
a printer himself he would not object 
to the expenditure, provided it was 
spent among the working printers of 


England. He should like to know 
how many of the thirteen million 
envelopes referred to by the hon. 
Gentleman were produced in Eng- 


land. He knew well that none of them 
were manufactured in Ireland, and 
the next best thing, to his mind, was that 
they should be of English manufacture, 
and that Germany and other Continental 
countries should not get the money. — If 
there were thirteen million envelopes 
he wished to know how many millions 
of reams. of notepaper were required. 
The printers of England were badly in 
want of employment, and he should be 
glad to know that the money mentioned 
in the Vote was spent among them. He 
also wished to know whether all the 
money went into one firm or was spread 
over a number of firms, or spent in over- 
time. If the overtime system were 
adopted, owing to pressure or otherwise, 
it was a very bad thing, and he would 
appeal to the hon. Gentleman to put a 
stop to it:. 


Mr. FLAVIN said he hoped that the 
hon Gentleman would give the informa- | 
| 


tion which his hon. friend had asked | 
Mr. Feld. 


{COMMONS} 


floor of the House in a_ businesslike | 


| factured. 
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for. Apart from political considerations 
he felt that the subject was very import- 
ant to the manufacturers of England, 
if not to the manufacturers of Ireland. 
The taxpayers of Great Britain were 
compelled, owing to war and other un- 
foreseen causes, to pay very heavy rates, 
and the very least they could expect 
was that the money raised by that means 


should be distributed among them 
again. Although hon. Members had 


pressed the question again and again 
they had been unable to obtain any in- 
formation as to where the envelopes 
and other articles mentioned were manu- 
They all knew that in Ger- 
many, owing to the sweating system, 
envelopes could be supplied at a cheaper 
rate than in England. He hoped the 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Vote 
would give some explanation on the 
matter. Then, with reference to the 
printing for public Departments, he cer- 
tainly had not heard any detailed expla- 
nation regarding it. It was extraordi- 


-nary that on every single occasion on 


which his hon. friends endeavoured to 
encourage the industries of England 
or of Ireland they were absolutely re- 
fused information. If it were to be the 
policy of the Government to boycott the 
industries not only of Ireland but of 
England and Scotland, and send money 
out of the country, then right hon. 
Gentlemen on the Treasury Bench 
should announce that policy at the 
General Election, but they would not 
do that. It might be said that his hon. 
friends spoke simply for the purpose of 
obstructing, but that was not so. They 
claimed all along the right to express 
their opinion on questions before the 
House. They had always complained 
of the small amount of money spent in 
their own country, although it contri- 
buted more than its fair share of taxation. 
They were compelled to pay, and could 
only make their protest. They were 
justified in protesting, not only on behalt 
of their own constituents, but on behalf 
of the constituents of other hon. Gentle- 
men who did not do their duty. Only 
a few nights ago he raised a very im- 


portant question of interest to the agri- 


cultural community of England—namely, 
as to how corn was supplied to His 
Majesty’s horses. But he could not 
obtain any information. He could assure 
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hon. Gentlemen, however, that the more 
information was suppressed the more 
they were determined to press for it. 
He hoped the hon. Gentleman would 
answer the questions which had been 
raised, otherwise he was sure some ot 
his hon. friends would think it necessary 
to continue ine discussion. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have no right to speak a second time, 
but, with the permission of the House, 
| may assure the hon. Member that all 
the stationery stores are ordered within 
the country. 


Mr. NANNETTIL: What country ? 
Does the hon. Gentleman mean England 
or Ireland ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Within the United Kingdom. All the 
stationery and = printing required in 
Ireland is ordered in Ireland; and the 
whole of it within the United Kingdom. 
In every case where it is possible public 
competition is invited for tenders, the 
only exception being in the case of one 
or two firms where some speciality is 
required which only these firms can 
supply, but even these firms are in the 
position of having contracts obtained by 
public competition. 


*Mr. O DOHERTY : Are we to under- 

stand that the stationery used in Govern- 
ment offices in Ireland is made from 
paper manufactured in Irish paper 
mills ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
understand that is so. Part of the in- 
crease of the Post Office Votes is due to 
the war, which involved a considerable 
increase in the stores; a great deal to 
the extra cartage by road owing to the 
removal to Mount Pleasant, and the 
remainder to the general increase of 
business which requires a larger staff, 
and the engagement of men to fill the 
places of the Reservists and others who 
have gone out to the war in South Africa, 
and whose places had to be filled in other 
ways. 


Mr. FIELD: 


Am I to understand 


that no considerable portion of this money 
is given to railway companies in the shape 
of increased subsidies ? 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 


No, Sir. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY said a question 
had been raised with reference to £700, 
the cost of the Salmon Fisheries Com- 
mission in Ireland. He wanted the 
assurance of the hon. Gentleman that the 
Grovernment would take steps by legisla- 
tion to carry out the recommendations 
of that Commission in order to protect 
the salmon fishing industry in Ireland. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
That is not the Commission of which the 
hon. Gentleman thinks. That is the 
Scottish Salmon Fishery Commission. 


*Mr. O’DOHERTY said that in Com 
mittee of Supply he had called the atten- 
tion of the First Commissioner of Works 
to the increased Vote for fuel and light ; 
and the First Commissioner informed 
the Committee that he had made certain 
arrangements with colliery owners in 
England for next year. He would like 
to draw attention to the fact that several 
Continental Governments were inquiring 
into the use of compressed peat for raising. 
steam for machinery and ships. A few 
days ago there was an announcement in 
the Engineer that the Government ot 
Sweden had appointed an expert to 
examine the peat resources of Sweden and 
Norway for the purpose of providing an 
economical fuel for the public service. If 
that were done by the present Govern- 
ment in this country, it would goa good 
way towards developing a great industry 
not only in Ireland, but in Scotland. 
He asked the Government to give an 
assurance that they would appoint a 
Commission to inquire into the use of 
compressed peat, which would give em- 
ployment to many people in the congested 
districts both of Ireland and Scotland. 
There might be a large saving to the 
British taxpayer, for no doubt during 
the last two years the Government had 
been at the mercy of the colliery owners. 
Apart from the saving in money, it 
might be the means of educating work- 
men in districts of the United Kingdom 
which were not coal-producing. He was 
glad to hear that a great part of the 
stationery used by the Government 
departments in Ireland was manufac- 
tured in Ireland; but the hon. Gentle- 
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man had not answered the question | 
whether any part of the thirteen million 
envelopes required for the South African 
campaign were manufactured in Ireland, 
manufactured 


or whether they were 


entirely in England. 


Mr. 


said 


service to the 


Berehaven. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
\vnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
\ilen, Chas. P.(Gloue. — 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herb. Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt.Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
salfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach. Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
signold, Arthur 
Biewood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
‘aldwell, James 
‘autley, a. Strother 
‘avendish, R. Pad Lanes. ) 
‘avendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
‘ecil, Evelyn Peta Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHon.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJolnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, [rwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 


Mr. O Doherty. 
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GILHOOLY (Cork County, 
he wished to direct attention to 
the question of the failure of the Post- 
master General to provide a 
village of 


Eden 





‘COMMONS} 
*Mr. 


Mr. 


SPEAKER : 
is not entitled to ask any question on 
the Post Office service unless it applies 
to the Supplementary Votes. 


GILHOOLY 
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The hon. Member 


said he would draw 


attention to the subject on the Appro- 


W.) 


postal 
Castletown, 


AYES. 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingfield- 


Dimsdale,Sir Joseph ‘ocktield 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Faber, George — 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert B: annatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir — 

Fuller, rs M. 

Garfit, Willian, 

Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Gladstone, RtHn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mlt’s 
Gore, Hon. F. 8S. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. Geo. Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir E.W.(BurySt. Edm 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Ld.G.(Midx 
Hardy. Laurence( Kent, Ashf'd. 
Hare. Thomas Leigh 
Harris,F. Leverton (Tynemth. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath,James (Staffords,N. W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hobhouse,C. E.H.(Bristol, E.) 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset,E. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J. F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard,CaptJ (Kent, Faversh. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 


The House divided : 
53. (Division List 


priation Bill next day. 


Question put. 


Aves, 241; Noes 
No. 100.) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh 


Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, William I’. 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH( Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennétt, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.s, 
Levy, Maurice 

Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, KtHn. Walter(Bristol,s. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver, David (Liverpool) 

M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolim, Ian 

Maxwell. W..J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John T 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, R bt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan. D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Morton, Edw..J.C.( Devonport) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
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Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plammer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Xentoul, James Alexander 


Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge | 


Ridley, S. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Rigg, Richard 

Richie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

found, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Sell, Richard 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Dunean, James H. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fiynn, James Christopher 








SUPPLY [28TH FEBRUARY] REPORT. 
temaining Resolutions [12th March] 


further considered :— 


CIVIL 


Class I. 


3. “That a Supplementary sum, not 


Civil Service (Supple- 


SERVICES SUPPLEMENTARY ESTI- 
MATES, 1900-1901. 
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Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 


| Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside | 


Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

| Spencer, RtHnC. R.(Northants 
| Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

| Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox. Univ. 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merth r 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 


NOES. 


Gilhooly, James 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hordie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) ! 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid | 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. | 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 





Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) | 
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Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Cl. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke(York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York,E. R.) 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
W odehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander (Berks, E) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| O'Doherty, William 


O'Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Keddy, M. 

Redmond,JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N) 
Whiteley, Geo. (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 


Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 


| the vear ending on the 31st day of March, 
: 1901, for the Expenses of the Post Office, 


‘and Post Office Telegraph Buildings in 
Great Britain, including Furniture, Fuel, 


and Sundry Miscellaneous services.” 


exceeding £2,000, be granted to His 


Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 


1901, for expenditure in 


Diplomatic and Consular Buildings.” 


4. “That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £7,000, be granted to His 


VOL. XCI. 


[FouRTH SERIES]. 


eon 


respect ot 


2U 





Third Resolution :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
hat this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
give some details of the Vote. 


1223 Civil Service (Supple- 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovuG.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine's) said that the Supple- 
mentary Estimates were partly occa- 
sioned by changes in Embassies abroad. 
Further, at Lisbon the sanitary arrange- 


ments, which were entirely wrong, had | 


to be set right. 

Mr. FLAVIN asked why a_ house 
which was suitable for the previous 
occupant was not suitable for his succes- 
sor. 

Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that he 
thought that a house that had been 
occupied for five or six years by an 
Ambassador and his family required 
a certain amount of painting and altera- 
tion when it was vacated. 

Question put, and agreed to. 


Fourth Resolution :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 

Mr. FLAVIN said that in connection 
with the Vote they had pressed . the 
right hon. Gentleman very strongly to 
give some information as to the contracts. 
In July, 1900, Her Majesty's Government 
entered into a contract for the supply of 
fuel for a period of six months, and in 
for fifteen months, when 


some Cases 
fuel was at its highest price. If the 
right hon. Gentleman was catering 


for his own household he would not 
enter into such a contract at that time. 
They had failed to obtain the name of 
the inine owner who supplied the fuel, 
and also as to whether the lowest tender 
was accepted. They had also asked, 
in Committee, for information as to 
household articles referred to in the 
Vote, and as to whether they were manu- 
factured in England or Ireland. The 
right hon. Gentleman and his officials 
were directly responsible for having 
entered into a contract for fuel when 
coal was at its highest price. Anyone 
who knew the conditions of the coal 
market knew very well that the price 
could not have gone higher, and he 
could not see any justification or excuse 
for such a transaction. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said that in 
regard to the coal contract tenders were 
asked from all the firms in South Wales 
who supplied the kind of coal they re- 
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quired. They accepted the two lowest 
tenders which were made. As to the 
length of the contracts, in the first 
instance the contract was for six months. 
|}and in the other instance for three 
months. 


Mr. FLYNN said they all acknoy- 
ledged the conciliatory tone of the right 
hon. Gentleman, and lis desire to explain 
as well as he could the various items in 
the Vote, but surely he would recognise 
that no private individual in conducting 
his business would consider it good ac- 
counting that the original Estimate 
should be exceeded by 50 per cent. If 
these Supplementary Estimates merely 
represented small amounts they might 
be explained on the ground that they 
were almost inevitable, but with a few 
exceptions the Supplementary Estimates 
were for large and alarming amounts. 


Mr. POWER said that the prediction 
of the state of things which would follow 
the new rule introduced by the First 
Lord of the Treasury had been borne out 
by what had taken place. If the officials 
who made up original Estimates came to 
believe that Supplementary Estimates 
would pass without criticism they would 
become careless in the preparation of the 
Estimates. No good business man in the 
conduct of his own affairs would be so 
very much out of his calculation as the 
Government appeared to be in regard 
to these Estimates. 

Mr. NANNETTI said there were coal- 
fields in Ireland that might have been 
utilised. There were districts in Ireland 
where, he was happy to say, coal was being 
produced at 10s. per ton. He would 
suggest to the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Commissioner of Works that the 
Government would be doing a good act 
if they encouraged the Irish to develop 
the coalfields of the country. That ques 
tion might be worthy of the consideration 
of the Cabinet. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) said 
that as a new Member he would state the 
opinion he had formed in regard to the 
manner in which the Estimates were 

‘prepared. In local boards throughout 
the country the Estimates when sub 
mitted gave details in order that the 
members of those boards might perfectly 
understand what was to be done with 
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‘the money. 





the House. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, Joho Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashmead- Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Jeach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol) 
sell, Richard 

Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Jutcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrencee, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Gladstone, Rt Hn HerbertJ ohn 









» Godson, SirA ugustus Frederick 
» Gordon, Maj. E,(T’ wer H’mlts 


Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 


. Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
- Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 


Mr. Cullinan. 


Civil Service (Supple- 


He found the Estimates 
submitted in that House did not give the 
| details they ought to give. 
| matter was before them on a previous 
occasion they had what was described as | 
an unpleasant and disgraceful scene in 
Why was that ? 
because the information asked by the 
Nationalist Members was not supplied. | 
It was a most unbusinesslike method to 
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When this | 


It was 


49. 
AYES. 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sirk. W.(BrySEdin’ds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(M’dx) 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’d 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heath, James(Statfords.,N.W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Howard,CaptJ( Kent, Faversh. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick W m. 
Lawsen, John Grant 
Leege, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick NS. 
Levy, Maurice 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. Chas. W.(Evesbam) 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Lucas. Col. Francis(Lowestoft) | 


Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maxwell, W..J.(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire | 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Edw. J. ©. (Devonport 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 


' Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Marray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


Newdigate, FrancisAlexander | 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
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| have these large accounts lumped _ to- 

gether with no details, and so far as he 

was concerned he would, while he was in 

that House, tryto resist the system and 

press every Minister to give information 

| as to how the money was expended. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 182, Noes, 
(Division List No. 101.) 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Penn, John 

Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.- Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Radclitie, R. F. 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton- Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T, 
Shipman, Dr. JohniG. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, HC(Northumb Tyns’ide 
Sinith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Rt. Hn CR( Northants 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Wason,JohnCatheart (Orkney 
Welby, SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Arthur S. (York,E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 








Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Clancy, John gy 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutfy, William JJ. 
Duncan, James H. 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Civil Service (Supple- 
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Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Hardie,J. K. (MerthyrFydvil) 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 

Mooney, Jolin J. 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 

O Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) | 

O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
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O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 


| O'Malley, William 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Reddy, M. 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


edmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’ Brien. 





Gilhooly, James 
SUPPLY [lst Marcu] REPORT. 
Remaining Resolutions [14th March] 
further considered. 


SERVICE SUPPLEMENTARY 

EstIMATEs, 1900-1901. 
Class IL. 

4. ‘That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £6,000, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1901, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Department of His Majesty’s 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs.” 

5. ‘That a Supplementary sum, not 
exceeding £7,200, be granted to His 
Majesty, to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Department of His Majesty's 
Secretary of State for the Colonies.” 

6. ‘ That a sum, not exceeding £1,015, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1901, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of 
the Lord Privy Seal.” 


CIVIL 


Fourth Resolution :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked 
why the Supplementary Estimates for 
the increased cost of telegrams were 
placed in two Votes. On the Vote 
just passed there were £15,000 for 
telegrams, and on the one before the 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


House there were another £6,000. Such 
a system was very confusing, and per- 
haps the Secretary of State would state 
why the money was thus divided. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis. 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester) : The Vote 
which the House had under considera- 
tion just now was for telegrams sent 
from abroad to the Foreign Oftice—diplo- 
matic and consular telegrams. This Vote 
is for telegrams sent abroad from 
the Foreign Office, which therefore are 
accounted for under the Foreign Office, 
The reason the double Estimate is kept 
up is simply that it follows the pattern 
set by the main Estimate, as of course 
it must do. 

Mr. FLYNN: Is not the real reason 
that there has been a great addition 
to the cost of telegrams owing to the 
state of affairs in China ? 


Viscount CRANBORNE: That is so, 


Mr. FLYNN further asked whether 
the Foreign Office had not some system 
under which their telegrams were sent 
at a lower rate than is charged ordi- 
narily. 

Mr. FLAVIN thought it rather extra- 
ordinary that the additional sum required 
should be an even £6,000, without an 
odd pound or shilling. Did the £6,000 
represent the actual amount spent, or 
did it represent merely in round figures 
the amount required? In his judgment, 
it was not a correct statement of the 
actual amount of the deficiency’ which 
they were asked to vote. 


Mr. FIELD wished to know if the 
Government had made any special terms 
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with the telegraph companies in regard 
| to the prices charged for telegrams in 
the Vote. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question 
whether the companies charge different 
rates or not does not come under this 
Vote. 


Mr. FIELD said that all he wished 
to know from the noble Lord was whether 
any endeavour had been made to enter 
into an arrangement with the com- 
panies so that the telegraphic service 
might be carried out with economy. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: The reason 
why this item for telegrams appears 
as a round sum is that it is in the nature 
of an Estimate up to the 31st of March, 
and it is, therefore, impossible to go 
into those odd shillings which have 
been referred to. 


Mr. FLAVIN asked how the single 
pound came into the Estimate ? 


Viscount CRANBORNE: Because 
we are dealing with the Supplementary 
Estimate and not with the original 
Estimate. This question as to the 
rates paid for telegrams has nothing 
to do with my Department, for it con- 
cerns the Post Office, but I know that 
Government telegrams are sent cheaper 
and there is a reduction allowed for 
taking a quantity. 


Civil Service (Supple- 


Question put and agreed to. 


Fifth Resolution :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed; 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
did not know whether the explanation 
given by the noble Lord in regard to the 
last Vote held good in reference to this 
Vote. He desired to know why the 
excess telegrams charged for were not put 
all into one Vote. 


Acland-Hood,Capt SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Hugh O. 











Asher, Alexander | Bell, Richard 


Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
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Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, ®t. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Bathurst, Hon. 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol 


_’ Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Yes 


Mr. FIELD wished to know if the 
telegrams alluded to were in connection 
with the war in South Africa. 


+ Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : It is stated 
in the Vote that they are cablegrams 
in connection with South Africa and 
Ashanti. 


*Mr. FLYNN said it was stated in the 
Vote—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
hon. Member has already spoken, 


Mr. FLYNN contended that he had a 
right to speak upon the other Vote, and 
there was an item of £7,200 in connec- 
tion with official telegrams from the 
office of the Colonial Secretary to His 
Majesty's representatives in South Africa. 
That being so, he wished to know how 
many of those telegrams had been given 
to the public. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
will arise on the Vote for the salary of the 
Colonial Secretary. 

Mr. FLAVIN said they had down 
in the Vote simply an item of £7,200 for 
telegrams. Were they not entitled to 
some information as to the number of 
telegrams which were sent, and to ask 
whether they were genuine or not ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: In regard 
to the number of telegrams, we have no 
information. The telegrams are those 
sent between the Government and His 
Majesty’s representatives in South Africa 
and Ashanti. All those telegrams of 
importance to the House and the country 
have already been published, and a vast 
number of the telegrams upon this Vote 
are upon trifling matters of business and 
departmental subjects which, if we were 
to publish them, would constitute a whole 
library. 


The 


Question put. 


Mr. FLYNN asked if the Colonial 
Office got those telegrams at a special The House divided :—Ayes, 173 ; Noes, 
rate ? 44, (Division List No. 102.) 
AYES. 


Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

| Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 


A. Benjamin 
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Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavenuish, R. F .(N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, James H. 

Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fielden, Edw. Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Gladstone, RtHn HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(TrH mlets 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
GreeneSirEW(Bry.SEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry i). (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt Hn. Ld.G(Midd’x 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfd. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Heath, James(Stattords.,N.W. 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset,E. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Sixth Resolution :— 
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Hope, J. F. (Shettield, Brightsd. 
Howard,CaptJ (Kent, Faversh- 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,ColW.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawson, John Grant 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 
Lockwood, Lt. Col. A. R. 
Long,ColCharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol, S 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
Macedona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropshire 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst. ) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshir e) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Edw. J.C. (Devonport) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray,RtHoA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Penn, John 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
NOES. 
Gilhooly, James 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joyee, Michael 


| Leamy, Edmund 

| Lundon, W. 

| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


M‘Fadden, Edward 


| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Mooney, John J. 
Murphy, J. 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) ° 


| Mr. TP. 
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Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Ratelitfe, K. F. 

Reckitt, Harold James 

feid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
ee ee 
tidley,S. Forde( Bethnal Green 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stoptord- 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Cuichester) 
Thomas, F’. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway _ 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.(Notts. 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, H( Ashton-und.Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, J. (Kerry, W 

0’ Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond,JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


O'CONNOR said that it 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | might be remembered that, when the 
“That this House doth agree with the| Vote was under discussion before, he 
‘raised a question about the renewal or, 


Committee in the said Resolution. 


” 
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what he might call, the recrudescence 


of the office of Lord Privy Seal, and 
that the First Lord of the Treasury 
defended it as on the whole a convenient 
abnormality. That was what his reply 
came to. He did not intend to renew 
the discussion, but he wished to put one 
point before the Hlouse. The Lord Privy 
Seal was the Prime Minister, but as Prime 
Minister he did not appear on the Ksti- 
mates. As Lord Privy Seal he had no 
duties to perform, and he appeared on the 
Estimates in that capacity in order that 
he might receive a salary for the position 
of Prime Minister, who had no official or 
legally-recognised position, and which, 
therefore, could not be paid for out of 
public funds. He wished to point out 
that the Prime Minister as Prime Minister 
was mainly responsible for the policy of 
the Government, of which he was the 
chief. They could not discuss his duties 
as Lord Privy Seal, there being no such 
duties, and how, therefore, were they to 
discuss his policy as Prime Minister, when 
as Prime Minister he did not appear on 
the Estimates ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The only course open 
to the hon. Member is to bring forward 
the question as an independent sub- 
stantive motion. The only matter that 
ean be debated now is the duties of Lord 
Privy Seal. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that was 

precisely his point. He desired to direct 
attention to the fact that the Supple- 
mentary Vote they were discussing 
differed from the ordinary Supplementary 
Votes, because it appeared not as a Supple- 
mentary Vote at all, but as a substantive 
Vote. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
hardly appreciates what Lhavesaid. He 
cannot discuss on this Vote whether or 
not the salary of the Prime Minister 
ought to be put upon the Votes in some 
way so that he could be criticised in his 
capacity as Prime Minister. That is a 
matter for a substantive motion. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall) said that, when the Vote 
was discussed in Committee, the First 
Lord of the Treasury and the Attorney 
(reneral very carefully pointed out that 
the money in the Vote was not given 
to its recipient as Lord Privy Seal, but 
as Prime Minister. The question was 
discussed whether the salary was suffi- 
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cient for the Prime Minister, and there 
appeared to be a general concurrence 
of opinion that the amount should be 
increased to £5,000. He now wished 
to ask when hon. Members could pos- 
sibly discuss the policy of the Prime 
Minister if not on this Vote. He did 
not propose to discuss it now, but as a 
precedent for the future, and with all 
respect to what had been said from the 
Chair, he wished to point out as strongly 
as he could that the House of Commons 
ought to have it in its power to discuss 
this Vote as a Vote for the Prime 
Minister, as undoubtedly it was. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: If Lord Salisbury 
were still Foreign Secretary and Prime 
Minister, his duties as Prime Minister 
could not be discussed on the Vote for 
the salary of the Foreign Secretary. 
It is exactly the same with the Lord 
Privy Seal. The duties of the Prime 
Minister cannot be discussed on the 
Vote for the office of Lord Privy Seal. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT said 
that the House was therefore in the posi- 
tion that they could discuss the position 
of the Lord Privy Seal, who had no duties, 
and were prevented from discussing 
his position as Prime Minister, for which 
this Vote was intended. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that the 
position of Premiership was not on the 
Estimates, and he asked the First Lord 
whether he did not feel himself com- 
pelled, in fairness to the House, to find 
some opportunity of associating the 
Prime Minister with an office, such as 
that of the First Lord of the Treasury, 
so that the right of criticism applied to 
every member of the Government might 
be applied to the Prime Minister. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the hon. 
Gentleman was labouring under a mis- 
take. The First Lord of the Treasury 
had certain duties assigned tohim. They 
were told that those duties were not 
onerous. He did not mean to discuss 
whether they were onerous or not, but 
they did not carry the duties of the 
Prime Minister. In truth, the hon. 
Gentleman was dealing not with an 
anomaly created by the new circum- 
stances in respect to the office of Lord 
Privy Seal, but an anomaly attaching to 
the office of Prime Minister. The difficul- 
ties of discussion were inherent in that 
strange and abnormal characteristic of 
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the British Constitution by which the 
chief person in that Constitution had no 
recognised place. The Constitution did 
not recognise the Prime Minister ; there 
were no official duties for him to perform, 
and there was no salary attached to the 
position of Prime Minister as such. 
Therefore, even if the Prime Minister also 
held the office of First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, or any other office, it would be im- 
possible to discuss any action of the First 
Minister of the Crown, as Prime Minister, 
until Parliament chose to create the 
office of Prime Minister and attach to it 
a salary. This might be abnormal, but 
on the whole it was expedient, for it was 
impossible to say where the duties of the 
Prime Minister began or ended. He 
supposed that in a sense the Prime 
Minister was responsible for the action 
of all his colleagues, but it would be highly 
inconvenient to discuss his action in that 
form. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said it 
was now getting on for two o'clock in the 
morning, and the House of Commons 
was engaged in the extraordinary task 
of voting a sum of £2,000 toa gentleman 
because he held an which, an- 
mittedly, had no duties whatever con- 
nected with it. Such an absurdity 
never was heard since Mr. Gilbert gave 
up writing comic operas for the Savoy 
theatre. Would it not have been quite 
as easy for the Government to come 
down and say, “ Let us pay the Prime 
Minister £2,000 a year,” or whatever 
salary they thought fit to mention! That 
would have been a_ straightforward 
course, and would, at any rate, have 
relieved the House of Commons from the 
absurd position in which it now found 
itself. Apart from the absurdity of it, 
he protested against voting this salary at 
all. To his mind there was nothing 
more extraordinary in the political lite of 
England than the line drawn between 
the private Member of Parliament and 
the purely official Member. If ever 
a question was raised as to the payment 
of M.P.’s generally, a howl of indignation 
was at once heard from one end of the 
building to the other. It was held that 
there was no justification in pointing out 
that payment of Members of Parlian.. + 
obtained in our colonies and other 
countries. The very idea of private 
Members of Parliament being remune- 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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rated in this country was treated with 
derision and hoots. It was said that it 
would be derogatory to the position of a 
Member of the House of Commons, and 
perish the thought of such a thing! 
But if they got away from the private 
Members, who worked as hard as Mem- 
bers of the Government, if they did their 
duty, and came to—he did not use the 
phrase in any offensive sense at all—the 
very meanest and most insignificant 
Member of the Ministry—then the idea 
of payment at once blossomed into an 
absolute necessity. He did not object to 
Members of the Government being paid 
for performing duties necessary for the 
conductof theGovernment of the country, 
but he did say that as long as private 
Members had to keep the same hours, 
and to pay the same attention to current 
affairs in the House of Cormmons, had to 
read the same Parliamentary Reports, 
and had to sit up to the same hour of the 
night or morning, as Members of the 
Government, and were paid nothing, 
he would, for one, utter‘his most em- 
phatic protest, not against payment of 
memvers of the Government, but against 
extending that principle to the absurd 
suggestion of paying £2,000 a year to the 
occupant of an office which they were truly 
told had no duties attaching to it at all. 
Now the Prime Minister of England 
either deserved a salary or he did not. 
If he deserved a salary, why all this 
hugger-mugger about it? It would be 
as easy to vote a salary to the Prime 
Minister as to vote millions to spend on 
the war. If they were going to create a 
new salary for another Member of the 
present Government, which, collectively, 
was already overpaid, they should do it 
honestly and not humiliate the Prime 
Minister by putting him in the position 
of Pooh Bah! 


Mr. FLYNN said he did not think the 
ruling of the Chairman had brought the 
discussion of this Constitutional fiction 
down to real business. He was surprised 
at the absurdity of the Government 
gravely, seriously, and with a full sense 
of moral responsibility asking the House 
to vote £2,000 a year for the payment ot 
an oftice-holder who had no duties what- 
ever. Did anything in the Gilbertian 
writings transcend that? But it was 
not only the Lord Privy Seal’s salary. 
The House was asked to vote the salaries 
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of two private secretaries to a Minister 
who had no duties, and he supposed 
these private secretaries would have 
nothing to do either. If the Govern- 
ment had any sense of the humorous 
they would withdraw the Vote. It 
would be far more straightforward to 
propose a salary for the Prime Minister. 
The Vote was not a Supplementary Esti- 
mate at all. It had been put down newly, 
and it would have been equally simple to 
put down a Vote for the Prime Minister, 
and pay him for the duties he discharged 
and not pay him for an office which had no 
duties. He thought his hon. friend 
was perfectly justified in making his 
protest. Payment of Members was de- 
rided by hon. Members opposite, and 
by none with more sareasm than right 
hon. Gentlemen on the Front Treasury 
Bench. They said, ‘“* Why pay a paltry 
£200 or £300 a year to men who come 
into the House of Commons to discharge 
their duties ? It would lower the prestige 
of Parliament and of public life and 
public character.” But it was not at all 
derogatory to the highest Member of the 
Government to have a salary even for 
an office in which he discharged no 
duties. If an intelligent foreigner could 
be confronted with the House of Com- 
mons solemnly sitting up till two o'clock 
in the morning to vote a salary for an 
othice which had no duties, he would 
consider that hon. Members had reached 
the acme of absurdity. ba 

Mr. NANNETTI said he also desired 
to protest against a salary being voted 
to the Lord Privy Seal. The people of 
England ought to thank the Irish 
Members for having called attention to 
the anomaly of voting money for an 
ofice which it was admitted had no 
duties. He was surprised that no hon. 
Member had spoken on behalf of the 
over-taxed people of England. It was 
like throwing money into the Thames 
after having wrung it out of the unfor- 
tunate taxpayers of the country, and, in 
his opinion, it was nothing less than a 
scandal. He had no objection to voting 


Lord Salisbury a proper salary for dis-: 


charging the duties of Prime Minister, 
because he held that, whether as a Member 
of the Government, or as a private 
Member, the man who did the work of 
the State was entitled to be paid for it. 
They would be neglecting their duty to 
their constituents if they allowed the 
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Vote to pass without a protest. They 
were not sent to the House of Commons 
to follow the lead of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. Every Vote would be amply 
and properly discussed, and they would 
leave hon. Members opposite to follow 
their Leader and vote. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.) said he had seen during his short 
acquaintance with the House many 
strange things attempted, but he was 
afraid he must characterise the attempt 
which was being made on the present 
occasion as one of the most unconstitu- 
tional acts he had ever seen. After all, 
what were they proposing ? It was said 
that the office of Prime Minister carried 
no official salary. It was also said that 
the office of Lord Privy Seal did not carry 
with it in recent years any official salary, 
and the question then arose to which of 
the two offices was £2,000 a year to be 
allocated. The only conclusion that the 
Irish Members could come to was that 
while the money was apparently voted 
for the office of Lord Privy Seal, which 
has no duties, and which therefore could 
not be criticised in the House of Commons, 
it was really intended tor the Prime 
Minister, though not given to him as 
such, in order that he might escape 
criticism. It would be more honourable 
and more reasonable on the part of the 
Government to assert plainly that they 
intended to give a salary to the Prime 
Minister as Prime Minister, and not to 
attach a salary to an oftice which had not 
had a salary in recent years. Taking 
into account the family relations which 
existed between members of the Govern- 
ment, he thought that the country 
should be enlightened on the innovation 
which had been introduced. They were 
led to believe that that family were very 
well able to look after their own interests. 
Irish Members intended to criticise 
every Vote coming before the House. 
They never hoped to gain anything from 
the salaries and positions which English- 
men might hope to gain. They did not 
even hope that Ministers would ever 
consider the working man in the House 
of Commons as worthy of a salary. 
That, in the minds of Members opposite, 
would be a very dangerous innovation, 
because then poor men would be able to 
attend the House of Commons and look 


‘after the interests of their class, which 
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were now neglected in favour of the 
interests of ascendancy. 


Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.) said he 
was surprised that Members of the House 
of Commons should vote away public 
money without receiving any return 
whatever for it. There were no duties 
attaching to the office of Lord Privy Seal, 
and if such a transaction occurred in 
private life it would be considered a very 
serious matter. The anomaly in his 
opinion had arisen from the Prime 
Minister being in the Upper House. If 
the Prime Minister were in the House of 
Commons he would receive a salary as 
First Lord of the Treasury. Supposing 
the Prime Minister had a seat in the 
House of Commons, would he still hold 
the office of Lord Privy Seal and draw 
the salary of £2,000? Would he have 
added to that the salary of the First Lord 
of the Treasury, or would that oftice be 
held separately from that of the First 
Lord of the Treasury? These were 
questions which should be looked into. 
What would be the position a few years 
hence, when he hoped and he dared to 
say it was the general opinion of the 
House the work of the country would 
be done by a Prime Minister sitting in the 
House of Commons? It was certainly 
most important that no public money 
should be voted merely as a gratuity. 

Mr. FIELD said he entirely agreed 
with what had fallen from his colleagues 
in regard to the salary paid to the Lord 
Privy Seal, who held an office to which 
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no duties were attached. If they were 
to have a Prime Minister, he ought to be 
paid, and not only so, but he should be 
paid the largest salary that came from 
the public purse. It ought to be put 
before the House in a business fashion. 
The officials of the House were well 
salaried, but the Members who came 
there to do the work received nothing 
but ignominy and calumny. 


Mr. FLAVIN asked what were the 
duties of the two private secretaries, who 
received £400 and £200 a year, if there 
were no duties in connection with the 
office of Lord Privy Seal. 

*Mr. O'DOHERTY said they were told 

that they could not discuss the duties of 
the Prime Minister as such on this Vote. 
He thought, however, when they found 
that the Vote included salaries tor two 
private secretaries they were entitled to 
ask what their duties were. If a dis- 
trict or county council in Ireland 
were to put forward such an item of 
expenditure the Government auditor 
would be down on their heads, and the 
members of the council would be sur- 
charged for the sum thus paid. He be- 
lieved in ealling a spade a spade, and 
he had no hesitation in saying, although 
the Vote was fathered by the First Lord 
of the Treasury, that it was nothing 
more nor less than obtaining money 
under false pretences. 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 148 ; Noes, 
52. (Division List No. 103.) 





Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
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Mr. Thomas O Donnell. 


AYES. 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,.J Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane.Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
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Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
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Fenwick, Charles 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
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Fisher, William Hayes 
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Gordon, Maj. Evans-(Tr. Hmlts 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
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Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hardy, Laurence( kent, Asbf'rd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath,James (Staflords, N. W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hobhouse, Henry (Somerset, E. 
Hope,J. I. (Shettield, Brights de 
Howard, Capt. J(KentFaversh. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnston, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarvonsh’e 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
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Kenyon-Slaney,Col.W .(Salop) | Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Keswick, William | Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
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Lawson, John Grant Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
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Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. se Reg Charles Lindsay. 
Long,Col.CharlesW (Evesham | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristoi,S | Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman Pretyman, Ernest cg 
Lucas,Col. Franeis( Lowestoft) Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Lueas, ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth Purvis, Robert 

Macdona, — umming atelitte, R. F. 

Majendie, James A. H. teckitt, Harold James 
Malcolm, Ian Reid, James (Greenock) 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. | Rentoul, James Alexander 
Melville, Beresford Valentine tidley, Hon. MW(Stalybridge 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n | Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis Rigg, Richard 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) toyds, Clement Molyneux 
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Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, HC( North’ mbT yneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes) 

Stock, James Hen ry 

Talbot, Lord E.(Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E 
Wason,John Catheart(Orkney 
Welby, Sir Chas. G E. (Notts 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u-Lyne 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndbam, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, ( ‘ommander (Berks, : 





Morrell, George Herbert Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Morrison, James Archibald Scott, Sir S.\(Marylebone, W. TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mowbray, Sir Rbt. Gray C. Seton-Karr, Henry Sir William Walrond and 
Muntz, Philip A. Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. Mr. Anstruther. 

NOES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
—- Robert 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerr 


O'Doherty, William 


y, W.) 


J. 


Boyle, James Jameson, Maj. J. Eustace O'Dowd, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- Joyce, Michael O'Malley, William 
Caldwell, James Leany, Edmund O'Shaughnessy, P. 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Levy, Maurice Power, Patrick Joseph 
Clancy, John Joseph Lundon, W. Priestley, Arthur 
Condon, Thomas Joseph MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. Reddy, M. 


Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
LNs James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


SUPPLY [5ruH Marcu}. 
Resolution reported :— 
CIVIL SERVICES AND BEVENOE DEPART- 


M‘Fadden, 
M‘Killop, W. 


Morton, E. 
Murphy, J. 


O’Brien, K. 
O’Connor, 
O’Connor, 


MENTS ESTIMATES, 1901-2 (VOTE ON 
ACCOUNT). 
‘That a sum, not exceeding 


£17,304,000, be granted to His Majesty, 
on account, for or towards defraying the 
Charges for the following Civil Services 
and Revenue Departments for the year 


ending on the 31st day of March, 1902, 
namely :— 
CIVIL SERVICES. 
Class IV. 
£ 
Board of Education ... 4,100,000 | 


Class II. 
Board of Trade ss 60,000 
Class [. 
Royal Palaces and Marlborough 
House 20,000 | 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 

Edward 

| (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

J. C. (Devonport 





Redmond, J. E. 
Redmond, William 


Shipman, Dr. John 
Sullivan, Donal 


(Waterford) 


(Clare) 


Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 


G. 


Weir, James Galloway 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 
(Tipperary, Mid.) 
Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
T. P. (Liverpool) 


South) 


Gladstone Monument 

Miscellaneous 
Great Britain 
Britain 


Revenue Buildings 


TELLERS EOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 

Patrick O’Brien. 
Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens 40,000 
Houses of Parliament Buildings 16,000 
Mas bes 1,000 

Legal Buildings, 
- se 18,000 

Art and Science Buildings, Great 
et 12,000 
Diplomatic and Cc onsul: ur Buildings 12,000 
140,000 
Public Buildings, Great Britain 145,000 
Surveys of the United Kingdom ... 80,000 
Harbours under the Board of Trade 2,000 
6,000 


Peterhead Harbour 
Rates on Government Property 


250,00u 


Publie Works and Buildings, 

Ireland 70,000 
Railways, Ireland 70,000 
CxLass_ II. 

United Kingdom and England :— 
House of Lords, Offices 3,000 
House of Commons, Oftices.. : 12,000 
Treasury and Subordinate Depart- 

ments.. aie os oa as 39,000 
Home Oflice 50,000 
Foreign Oftice ... 30,000 
Colonial Oftice 23,000 
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Privy Council Office, ete. ... see 
Privy Seal Office ae one 


Mercantile Marine Services. 


Be ee ger J _—— * of the 
Board of Trade 
Board of a ‘ve mu 


Charity Commission.. 

Civil Service Commission ... 

Exchequer and Audit Department... 

Friendly Societies Registry a 

Local Government Board 

Lunacy Commission . 

Mint (including ¢ ‘oinage) 

National Debt Office.. 

Public Record Oftice... ne 

Public Works Loan Commission 

Registrar General’s Office 

Stationery and Printing 

Woods, Forests, etec., Office of 

Works and Public Buildings, Office 
ot : 

Secret Servi ice.. 


Scotland :— 
Secretary for Scotland 
Fishery Board... 
Lunacy Commission ... bas 
tegistrar General’s Office ... 
Local Government Board 


Ireland : 
Lord Lieutenant's Household 
Chirf Secretary and Subordinate 
Departments : 
Department of Agr ieulture oe 
Charitable Donations and Bequests 
Office.. ~ won ies 
Local Gov ernment Board 
Publie Record Office ... 
Public Works Office ... 
fevistrar General's Oftice 
V aluation and Boundary Survey 


CLaAss IIL. 
United Kingdom and England :— 
Law Charges 
Miscellaneous Legal E xpenses 
Supreme Court of Judicature 
Land Registry © 
County Courts 
Police, England and Wales. . 
Prisons, England and the Colonies 
Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools, Great Britain 
sroadmoor Criminal 
Asylum 
Scotland : 
Law Charges and Courts of Law 
Register House, Edinburgh... 
Crofters Commission... ee 
Prisons, Scotland 
Ireland :— 
Law Charges and Criminal Prose- 
cutions 
Supreme © ourt of Judicature, and 
other Legal > spam - me 
Land Commission 
County Court Officers, ete. 
Dublin Metropolitan | Police 
Royal Irish Constabulary 
Prisons, Lreland . 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools 
Dundrum Criminal Lunatic Asylum 


Lunatic 


Class IV. 
United Kingdom and England :— 
British Museum eae i ove 
National Gallery... oe oe 


35,000 


45,000 
50,000 
46,000 
40,000 
600,000 
45,000 
55,500 
3,500 


80,000 
9,000 * 
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5,000 National Portrait Gallery 3,000 
1,000 Wallace Collection 4,000 

30,000 Scientific Investigation, ete., ‘United 

Kingdom 25,000 
me 3 Universities and ( ‘olleges, ’ Great 

75,000 Britain, and Intermediate Educa- 

15,000 tion, Wales ... ‘ss nes oh 41,000 

repent Scotland :— 

“ae 200 Public Education oe .« 650,000 

85,000 National Gallery —... ee ‘as 1,400 
5,000 Ireland :— 

10 Public Education . 600,000 
6,000 Endowed Schools C ommissioners . 400 
11,000 National Gallery sh i Ae 1,400 
5 Queen’s Colleges = ea ast 2,500 

130,000 ‘ > 

280,000 : ; ( lass \ ° 
8,000 Diplomatic and Consular Services 225,000 

Uganda, Central and East Africa 

23,000 Protectorates and Uganda Rail- 

40,000 Way ... a 
Colonial Servi ices ; 230,000 

25.500 Cyprus, Grant-in- Aid 3 15,000 

“8,000 Subsidies to Telegraph Companies 50,000 
2,500 ' 7 
at Class ‘. 

28.000 . _ : ; 

5 (qx) >uperannuation and Retired Allow- 
oe ances . 280,000 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pe ensions, 
2,000 ete. 3,000 
; Miscellaneous Char itable and other 

16,000 Allowances ... fof 1,000 

49,000 Hospitals and Chari ities, fvcinand 17,000 
1,000 Class VII. 

26,000 Temporary Commission 10,082 
2,000 Miscellaneous Expenses 8,000 

16,000 nap tae 

20,000 Total for Civil Services ..£10,434,000 
6,000 aaa 

REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
40.000 Customs : 350,000 
27.00) Inland Rev enue $30,000 
140,009 Post Office ioe He 3,800,000 

14.009 Post Office Packet Service ... 210,000 

14,0090 Post Office Telegraphs 1,680,000 

22,000 = — ea 

260,000 lotal for Revenue Departments... £6,870,000 
140.000 Grand Total £1 £17,304, 000 

os 3 Se a oe Seer 
sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT pro- 

30,000 tested against a Vote of such magnitude 

15,000 being ake betwee tw and hree 
2 00 elng take n between tw > and t iree 

30,00 O'clock in the morning. The Vote in 


Committee was discussed for only one 
night, and the entire evening was then 
occupied with the important but not 
very practical subject of education. The 
Vote included items of Supply of all 
descriptions — English, Irish, Scotch, 
Welsh, foreign and colonial—and yet 
it was closured after so short a considera- 
tion. There certainly appeared to be 
a desire to prevent the House discussing 
most important matters, and, seeing 
that the Second Reading of the Appro- 
priation Bill was to be practically de- 
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Government Board, he thought he was 
justified in making this protest. 


Major JAMESON (Clare. W.) de- 
clared that the Vote would take a week 
to discuss properly, but he would confine 
himself to two items. The first was 
the question of harbours under the 
Board of Trade. Two years ago a Board 
of Trade inquiry was held into the 
ownership of the Kilrush pier, and the 
Report of that inquiry proved that 
His Majesty’s Lieutenant, although he 
had tried to keep possession of the pier, 
originally stole it. In all. about £1,200 
had been expended on the pier, of which 
£600 was returned by the Board of 
Trade, and it was proved that His 
Majesty's Lieutenant had no interest 
in it whatever. This was the only 
pier in Ireland which had not been 
placed under the urban district council. 
Capitalising the rates which had been 
lost to the town, the ratepavers had been 
deprived of about £700. The hon. 
Member was proceeding to discuss the 
matter in greater detail, when— 


*\In. SPEAKER ruled that the matter 
could not be considered under the Vote 
before the House. 


Magor JAMESON said he would pass 
from that to the Constabulary Vote. In 
January last a man named Ryan was 
arrested by Sergeant Sherridan and a 
constable for posting seditious notices. 
The man was kept in prison from January 
Ist to January 26th, when a sort of Star 
Chamber Court sat upon the case, with 
the result that the man was spirited away 
and the sergeant and constable dismissed 
from the force. Either the man posted 
those threatening notices, in which case 
he should be brought to trial. or he had 
nothing to do with it. in which case the 
sergeant and constable should have been 
prosecuted for making false evidence. If 
the police were guilty, they should have 
been placed in the dock, while if they 
were not guilty a great injustice had 
been inflicted upon them by their 
dismissal from the force. If ever there 
was a case which required a public 
inquiry, this case did. 


Mr. BOYLE (Donegal, W.) said he 


wished to enter his protest against the 
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voted to a discussion on the Irish Local ' 
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policy which had been adopted by the 
Chiet Secretary since he came into office, 
for he appeared to be adopting the same 
regime as his predecessor. If the costs 
of the abortive prosecutions which 
had been alluded to were included in 
this item as law charges and criminal 
prosecutions a more monstrous charge 
was never imposed upon the English 
public. Until the administration in 
Ireland came more in touch with the 
people there never would be peace. The 
small section of [Ireland represented by 
the hon. Member for North Armagh 
had more influence in the House of 
Commons than the large district repre- 
sented by the hon. Member for Water- 
ford. He intended to oppose this Vote 
as strenuously as he could. He believed 
that the Chief Secretary had the best 
possible intentions towards Ireland, and 
if his hands were untied he had no doubt 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
do something towards removing many 
of the grievances complained of. It 
was on those grounds that he protested 
against this Vote. He hoped that the 
Chief Secretary would inquire into the 
needs and requirements of the country 
and look into the office directed by the 
Attorney General's devil in Dublin 
Castle. He knew the Attorney's General 
devil in Ireland. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
official of whom the hon. Member is 
speaking is not a member of the Govern- 


ment. He must address himself to 
something more serious, and which 


really has something to do with the 
question. 


Mr. BOYLE said he had been much 
impressed up to the present by the 
sympathetic policy the Chief Secretary 
had adopted, and he would conclude by 
taking this opportunity of asking the 
right hon. Member to look with the 
greatest possible suspicion upon his 
advisers in Dublin Castle. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) said 
he desired to bring forward a matter with 
reference to the recent disturbances in 
Portadown, which was distinguished not 
only from the rest of Ulster, but from the 
rest of Ireland, religious enmity being 
rampant there. Last August the Catho- 
lics, who were in a minority in the town, 
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proposed to have an excursion to Bun- 
doran, and, warned by past experience 
that they might possibly be assaulted by 
their Orange brethren, even when engaged 
in amusing themselves, the hon. Secretary 
to the Catholic Young Men’s Association 
on 19th August addressed the following 
letter to the District Inspector of Police— 

“Dear Sir,—I am instructed by the Com- 

mittee of the above Association to inform you 
that the members and their friends are going 
on an excursion to Bundoran on Sunday next, 
26th inst., leaving Portadown Station at 8 a.m. 
and returning back again about 9.30 p.m., and 
to ask you to kindly make arrangements for 
their safety in your district. They will 
assemble at the station, but going to it and 
returning to their homes the police should be 
on the streets. They will travel via Armagh 
going and returning. Water Street, Bury 
Street, Edgarstown, ete., should be patrolled, 
and we would suggest that where a crowd 
assembles if some of their names were taken it 
would have a good effect, as they then would 
be afraid to do wrong.” 
That letter was a proper letter to write 
under the circumstances, but lest it 
might not have been enough, the Catho- 
lies telegraphed to the Under Secretary, 
Dublin Castle. on August 25th— 

“Large Catholic excursion going Portadown 
to Bundoran to-morrow. Fear attack here, 
leaving and returning. Make proper pro- 
vision, please. Comunittee Catholic Asso- 
ciation.” 

A reply was sent by letter on the 
same day from Sir David Harrel which 
stated 

“In reply to your telegram of this evening, 
I beg to inform you that the Inspector General 
of Constabulary has been communicated with 
and has wired directions to Armagh constabu- 
lary to take the necessary steps to preserve 
the peace.” 

One would have imagined that the 
pledge contained in that letter would 
have been fulfilled. He would recount to 
the House as briefly as possible what 
happened. ‘The Catholic excursionists, in 
order to avoid giving any offence what- 
ever, not only went tothe station without 
banners or bands, which in that locality 
might excite disorder and opposition, 
but went in twos and threes and fours by 
different routes. In every street leading to 
the railway station and on the steps of the 
station Orangemen came up and assaulted 
the Catholics without the slightest 
provocation. There was only a single 
policeman present to protect the excur- 
sionists. He asked the other day what 
had been done by the Castle or its agents 
in the locality to give the special protec- 





Mr, Clancy. 
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tion promised by the Under Secretary, and 
he was rather surprised that so candid a 
gentleman as the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland did not give a more candid reply. 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman 
what did the special protection consist in, 
but the right hon. Gentleman absolutely 
refused to answer. He asked him now 
to deny that no special protection was 
given at all. There were not more than 
half-a-dozen policemen in Portadown on 
that morning, although from previous 
experience the police must have known 
that an attack would be made on the 
Catholic excursion. The Orangemen of 
the district felt that they were masters of 
the situation, and they renewed the 
attack on the excursionists when it 
returned in the evening. Again he 
challenged the right hon. Gentleman to 
deny that there was no special protection 
on the streets of Portadown that evening. 
The result was that for two days after- 
wards the Orangemen of Portadown, 
feeling that they had the magistrates on 
their side, and that there were no police 
ready to protect the Catholits, continued 
their violent assaults on Catholics going 
to and returning from their work. The 
disturbance lasted for a few days. The 
Catholic minority were subjected to con- 
tinued acts of violence, and they thought 
that even still an appeal to the Castle 
would produce some effect. Accordingly 
on the 22nd September they wrote a 
long letter in which they made certain 
suggestions as to the preservation of the 
peace infuture. The letter said— 

“(Catholics here feel that they have no one 
but themselves to depend on for protection, 
seeing that those responsible for the peace of 
the town, though timely warned when the 
Catholie excursion was being promoted both by 
our Committee and by bills posted on the 
hoarding, afforded us ponatically no protec- 
tion.” 

That was a very respectful letter, and 
the following reply was received— 

“Sir,—I am directed by the Lord Justices 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
22nd inst., with regard to the recent disturb- 
ances in Portadown. —I am, Sir, 

“ Your obedient servant.” 

The Catholics of Portadown might 
well be expected to give up faith in 
Dublin Castle after that, but they wrote 
again on the &th October to the Under 
Secretary as follows— 

“Sir,—On behalf of the C.Y.M.S. we would 
urge upon your immediate attention the 
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prayer of our memorial of the 22nd ult. We | 
have grounds to fear a renewal of the disturb- | 


ances on the declaration of the poll on Satur- 
day should Mr. Orr be returned. Besides the 
fact that a portion of the contents of our 
memorial was published in the last issue of 
our local Orange press is not calculated to add 
to the safety of our Catholic brethren, while 
the present local administzation obtains.” 
Now I wish to direct the attention of 
the right hon. Gentleman to that letter. 
A memorial, which is practically con- 
fidential, was addressed to the Under 
Secretary. It was supposed to be private, 
and no Catholic journalist got hold of 
it. Yet it leaked out of Dublin Castle 
down to the office of the local Orange 
paper. An answer was duly received, 
which stated— 

“T am directed by the Lords Justices to 
acknowledge the receipt of your further letter 
of the 8th inst., with reference to the state of 
affairs at Portadown.—I am, Sir, 

“Your obedient servant.” 
The Catholies of Portadown seemed to 
be very hard to deprive of confidence 
in the Castle. Again on 8th November 
another respectful !etter—a much more 
respectful letter than he would have 
counselled them to write-—-was_ sent, 
suggesting additional police and so on. 
And again what was the answer ? 
“Dublin Castle, November, 17th, 1900. 

“IT am directed by the Lords Justices to 

acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 5th 
inst., in regard to the disturbances at Porta- 
down on the 26th August last, and to say that 
the matter is receiving the due consideration 
of the Government.” 
If a matter was “receiving the due con- 
sideration of the Government ”’ in Ireland, 
that was a sign that it was at the last 
stage that could be reached. The next 
letter, written by the Secretary of the 
association, was dated 22nd of December, 
and was as follows— 

“I am instructed by the Committee of the 
above Association to ask you what decision. if | 
any, the Government have come to regarding 
the recommendation contained in their letter 
of 22nd September, 1900.” 

He had asked the right hon. the | 
Chief Secretary the other day whether 
it was the fact that the last two letters 
had been left without an answer, and 
he said they were not. Further, he | 
said he would give the matter his per- | 
sonal attention. Now he was informed 
by telegram from Portadown that the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman | 
had no foundation. Of course he did | 
not attribute any wilful or intentional | 
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inisstatement to the right hon. Gentle- 
man. but he was compelled to believe 
'that the statement from Portadown was 
correct. The last letter written by the 
secretary of the association was dated 
26th January. when the right hon. 
Gentleman was in office. That letter 
directed attention to the correspondence 
which had taken place, pointing out 
that no answer had been received to 
previous communications, and stated 
that if the reeommendation of the asso- 
clation were not attended to it was 
their intention to have the matter 
discussed in the House of Commons. 
The letter went on to say that the com- 
inittee wished, in justice to the right 
hon. Gentleman, as he had not been 
in office at the period of their former 
communication, to give him an oppor- 
tunity of redressing the grievances 
under which the Catholics in Portadown 
suffered. They had been given to 
understand that justice would have 
been done before this, had it not been 
for the action of local officials, who 
forwarded reports regarding the charac- 
ter of their association which were at 
variance with the truth. The letter 
concluded by saying that, if necessary, 
a list of members of the association would 
be supplied, when the right hon. 
Gentleman would be able to judge for 
himself on whose authority and behalf 
the committee spoke. Now, that was 
a somewhat pathetic letter addressed to 
the right hon. Gentleman—a kind of 
despairing appeal to his sense of justice ; 


jand he asserted that no answer, not 


even a bare official acknowledgment 
had been given to it. He did not exag- 
gerate when he said that this correspon- 
dence revealed a state of things which 
was a disgrace to any Government 
which had for one of its objects the 
preservation of the peace, and enabling 
Catholics to live in quietness. He asked 
what would have been the action of the 
Executive if a thing like that had 


| occurred in the south or west of Ireland, 


in a town like Galway or Bandon, where 
the Catholics were in an overwhelming 
Protestants in a 
minority? The state of things 
which prevailed in Portadown and a 
few other places in the north was so 
utterly strange to the experience of men 
in other parts of Ireland that they could 
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hardly believe it. Supposing in the town 
of Galway or Bandon a_ Protestant 
society representing a minority of the 
population proposed to go on excursion, 
and asked for protection—thanks be to 
God, they would not 
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day whether it was a fact that the 
Catholic chapel in Portadown had its 
windows broken, and the right hon. 
Gentleman could not deny the fact. 
But what did the right hon. Gentleman 


need it !—but | sayin reply? These were not his replies, 


supposing they did need it. and asked |they were the replies he got from the 


for it, did anyone in his senses believe 
that. if necessary. the whole police force 
of Munster would not be drafted on 
to the spot! They knew what took 
place when a landgrabber was in diffi- 
culties. Why, not only the police but 
the military would be sent to his assist- 
ance. He had been on the spot and 
spoke from personal knowledge, and he 


maintained that in Portadown not only | 


had the Catholics no confidence in the 
agents of the police, but in his opinion 
those agents did not deserve it. 

The right hon. Gentleman had told the 
House the other day that certain persons 
had been arrested and prosecuted. Yes, 
they were: and he would give the 
House the story of two prosecutions. 
A member of the Orange Society had 
gone up to and struck a Catholic, ad- 
mittedly without the slightest provoca- 
tion, and knocked two or three of his 
teeth out. On the following day, 
whether there was a row or not he did 


not know, the man assaulted struck 
the Orangeman. The two men were 


prosecuted, and both were convicted. | 
But what did the magistrates do? They 
sent the Catholic to gaol and took surety 
only for keeping the peace from the 
Orangeman. One would have imagined 
that for shame’s sake they would have 
left the case to the resident magistrate, 
but the Orange magistrates crowded the 
bench, and he would not be speaking 
the truth if he did not say that they 
went there predetermined as to the 
course they would take. Again, he 
would not be speaking the truth if he 
did not say that the resident magistrate 
was as bad as the rest of them. He 
warned the right hon. Gentleman that 
as long as he left Mr. T. D. Gibson at 
Portadown he would run the risk of | 
inducing the Catholics of that town to 
believe that the best thing they could 
do for their own protection was to do 
as the Orangemen did—namely, arm | 
themselves and fire bullets at the persons | 
who in future might attack them with- | 
out provocation. He had asked the other | 


Mr. Clancy 


local Orange officials. He should have 
expected the right hon. Gentleman to 
say, occupying the position he did, 


“Yes, the windows of this Catholic 
church were broken; it was a_ very 
detestable outrage; 1 deprecate such 


attacks, and hope they will be prevented 
in future.” 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I said 


it was a wanton and mischievous act. 


Mr. CLANCY said he would have 
expected the right hon. Gentleman 
would have said something to the effect 
that he disapproved heartily of these out- 
rages. But what did he do? He gave 
an answer which amounted to a justi- 
fication or rather an excuse for the 
outrage. He (the hon. Member) was 
not given to making reckless statements, 
or using immoderate language ; but he 
was indignant when the right hon. Gen- 
tleman answered that not only had the 
windows of the Catholic church been 
broken, but also the windows of the 
Protestant church. Now, what had 
that to do with the case? But he would 
inform the right hon. Gentleman that 
this trumped-up excuse was an excuse 
three or. four years old—the work, as 
the right hon. Gentleman himself said, 
of some little boys, but it was three or 
four years ago. And that was the act 
set up by the right hon. Gentleman by 
way of excuse for the ruinous breaking 
of the windows of the Catholic church 
in Portadown within the last few 
months. At that inopportune hour he 
would not occupy more of the time of 
the House, but from what he had said 
he was certain the House would be 
under the belief that he had not, up to 
that point, occupied their time unneces- 


sarily. He had only one other remark 
to make, and that was that in his 
opinion no justice was at present 


to be had for the Catholic community 
in Portadown; and unless the right 
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hon. Gentleman that night or on|and asked to see the master. He was 


some other occasion took the oppor- 
tunity of washing his hands clear of 
this foul transaetion—because he could 
call it nothing else—he would have taught 
a lesson to the people of other parts of 
Ireland the fruits of which he would 
live to regret. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) said 
he desired to associate himself with 
his hon. and gallant friend the Member 
for West Clare. He had never been able 
to love the Irish Constabulary, but at 


the same time he believed every man | 
He wished to | 


had a right to fair play. 
know from the Chief Secretary whether 
Mr. Irwin, who was concerned in dis- 
charging a sergeant and constable in 
Clare for having put a document into a 
man’s pocket, was the Mr. Irwin who was a 
witnessat The Times Commission. before 
which Mr. Parnell and his compatriots 
were impeached and came out with 
flving colours? He also wished to know 
whether he was the man who was sent 
into the gaol at Cork before the trial of 
Twiss ! Why were not the two policemen 
who were dismissed put on trial in the 
ordinary way? It seemed to him that 
there was something mysterious and 
dangerous behind the action of the 
Executive. He would not interfere if 
all the policemen in Ireland were chasing 
each other into the Irish Sea, but at the 
sume time he hoped that the case to 
which he referred would be investigated, 
and that the right horse would be saddled. 
With reference to the disposition of the 
money under discussion, Ireland had no 
interest, except in so far as she had to pay 
a proportion of it, which it was acknow- 
ledged by experts was too great. They 
in Ireland had had experience of the 
British Government. They remembered 
the famous telegram sent to Youghal, 
“Do not hesitate to shoot”: and also 
the men who were shot down in the 
square of Mitchelstown. 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) 
said he was glad to have an opportunity 
of discussing the manner in which justice 
was administered in Ireland. He would 


state very briefly the facts of one par- 
ticular ease which could not be contra- 
dicted. One evening in June last a 
tramp. went to the workhouse in Birr, 
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refused admission, and the master stabbed 
the tramp with a knife. His life was in 
danger for several weeks. Ultimately 
the master was brought before the magis- 
trates, and he being an Orangeman. the 
Catholic magistrates. with a sense of 
decency and propriety, declined to attend. 
What was the result? Lord Ross and 
his satellites attended, and the accused 
man, Benjamin Goode, who had been an 
emergency man for Lord Ross, was ad- 
mitted to bail. The matter was reported 
to the Local Government Board, and he 
himself asked a question about it in the 
House, but the Chief Secretary gave him 
a snappish answer. They demanded an 
inquiry, and applied for the informa-- 
tions to the Clerk of the Petty Sessions, 
and he refused them. They were then 
told by the Local Government Board 
that, not having the informations before 
them, they could not grant an inquiry. 
Why did not the Local Government 
Board take action? If Benjamin Goode 
were a Catholic, would Lord Ross and his 
satellites let him out on bail? That was 
how the law was administered in Ireland. 
He was prepared to stand by his state- 
ments, and defied contradiction. He 
held the Chief Secretary responsible. 
They were told to admire the constitution 
in Ireland, but there was no such thing. 
He had little confidence in the British 
Constitution anywhere, but when a man 
submitted himself to be governed by it, 
he ought to be governed fairly and impar- 
tially. They had heard about Portadown, 


but there were Portadowns all over 
Ireland. 
Mr. FIELD ealled attention to the 


fact that the Civil Service Estimates of 
£142,000 included expenditure in con- 
nection with the Board of Trade, and 
asked why the Irish people should be 
asked to contribute to the payment of 
that expenditure, seeing that there was 
no branch of the Board of Trade in Ire- 
land. There was no means of knowing, 
in regard to Ireland, statistics of imports 
and exports which would prove how 
trade was going on in that country. 
On the previous day he asked the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether 
there was any intention to start a de- 
partment of the Board of Trade, and 








he replied in the negative. He wished 
2X ; 
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now to ask the Chief Secretary why the 
lrish people were asked to help to sup- 
port the Board of Trade, which had no 
representative in Ireland? Referring to 
the item in the Estimates for the geo- 
logical survey, he said that, while the 
survey in England was completed many 
vears ago, it had not yet been commenced 
in Ireland. What was more important 
was that the Education Department at 
Kensington had not yet begun the soil 
survey. [Laughter.] Hon. Members 
who laughed were only revealing their 
ignorance. If they had any acquaint- 
ance with the manner in which 
matter was attended to in Germany, 
France, and the United States, hon. 
Members opposite who laughed would 


know that this was a vitally important | 


subject. The reason why England was 


obliged to import so much food was that 
If the) 


agriculture was being neglected. 
food supplies of England were shut off 
for six weeks the people would be starved 


out. The harbours around the Irish 
coast were monuments of the incom- | 
petence of the Board of Works. These 


harbours showed that the Board of Works 
had in their employ the worst engineers 
in the country. 


he was informed by a gentleman of high 
official authority that the rates in Dublin 
were not one-fifth of the value of the pro- 
perty. That was a public scandal. What 
were the railways in Ireland?) They 
were the worst railways in the world. 
They had the highest rates and _ less 
facilities than existed in any part of the 
world. They had no cheap trains for 
working men. In his opinion the rail- 
ways of lreland as at present consti- 
tuted were more dangerous to Irish 
prosperity than the Irish landlords. The 
landlords’ rents were liable to revision at 
certain terms, but the railways could 
and did charge what they liked. He 


knew how they mangled and maimed the | 


animals they carried, and the owners 
could get no satisfaction whatever. The 
railways were a sort of commercial Dublin 


Castle, and there was not the slightest | 


chanee of getting any kind of justice 
from them. His experience of the Local 


Government Board in Ireland was that 
it was a kind of Irish House of Lords. 
There were three or four non-elected 
and irresponsible individuals on it whose | 


Mr. Field. a 
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this | 


With regard to the, 
rates on Government property, he said | 
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apparent aim was to make local govern. 
| ment as expensive and unpopular as pos. 
‘sible. He protested against the system of 
| valuation that prevailed in Lreland at the 
present time. The five county boroughs 
in Ireland were to be revalued, and, 
| judging by what had taken place in Bel- 
| fast, there would be an enormous increase 
in taxation, because by increasing the 
rating the Imperial taxation would also be 
largely increased. If excessive taxation 
were drawn froma country, that country 
was bound to be impoverished. That 
was largely the reason Ireland was so 
poor, and if the present system of re. 
valuation continued, the effects would 
be even greater than at present. He 
therefore appealed to the hon. Members 
for Belfast to support him in his en- 
'deavour to obtain the transplantation 
of the English system in ireland. Fron 
every piece of Irish legislation the heart 
ras generally left out. That had been 
the case with the Local Government 
Act. as the taxation powers were taken 
‘out of the hands of the local people. 
With regard to the reformatory and 
industrial schools, since the recent action 
of the Lord Lieutenant the number of 
children sent to these institutions had 
enormously decreased. Industrial schools 
tended to prevent the manufacture of 
criminals, and since the establishment 
of these schools there had been a notable 
diminution in the amount of juvenile 
crime. The Lord Lieutenant's Order, 
however, had made it very doubtful 
whether many of the institutions could 
remain open much longer, and he hoped 
that some arrangement would be come 
to under which the schools could go on 
as formerly. The increase of lunacy 
was another serious matter in Ireland 
which the Government should take into 
consideration. 





| Mr. WYNDHAM: It is impossible for 
me to refer to all the subjects which the 
‘hon. Member has just mentioned, but 
one of them was the question of industrial 
schools. I am quite alive to the im- 
portance of that matter ; in fact, I think 
it so serious a matter that the number 
| of children in industrial and reformatory 
schools in Ireland far exceeds propor- 
' tionately the numbers in such schools in 
|England and Scotland that I should 
show a want of appreciation of its gravity 


. 
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if | attempted to discuss it at this hour 
of the morning. The hon. Member re- 
ferred to the railways, and seemed to 
suggest that as we have courts to fix fair 


Civil Service (Supple- 


rents we should have courts to regulate | 


railway fares. Fair rents are bad enough, 
but fair fares would be infinitely worse. 
The hon. Member ran his fingers through 
some notes in the scale with reference to 
the Local Government Board, but as we 
are to have, as he has told us, a ** concerted 
piece ’ to-morrow onthat subject, | may 
leave it for the present. In regard to the 
arrest and subsequent discharge of Ryan. 
and the dismissal from the police force of 
a sergeant and constable, the question 
put to me was why, if we did not prose- 
cute Ryan, we did not prosecute these 
two officers of the constabulary. ‘The 
evidence against Ryan, the constituent 
of the hon. and gallant Member, was not 
of a character to justify a prosecution for 
posting seditious notices, and therefore, 
after being remanded for three weeks, he 
was discharged. The two policemen 
were not prosecuted because the evidence 
against them did not warrant a prosecu- 
tion, and yet I felt that their evidence 
wax sO Unsatistactory that those officers 
could not be retained in the force with 
any advantage to the public. I have 
nothing more to say on that point, 
except that I believe the course taken 
was the right one under the circum- 
stances. It is very difficult to follow the 
large number of speeches which have 
been made, but | now come to the speech 
of the hon. Member for Dublin Couuty, 
North. Ile made a speech addressed 
somewhat pointedly towards myself. 
The subject matter of his speech was a 
regrettable incident which took place in 
August last at Portadown, before I was 
Chief Secretary ; but | am prepared to 
defend the course which the Government 
took upon that occasion. The hon. 
Member opposite said that he knows 
more about Portadown than I do. Per- 
haps he does, but | know that it is in 
the borderland between Orange Ireland 
and Nationalist Ireland, and there the 
Orange clement is in a large majority. 
There was a Catholic excursion, and 
they went off with great public display. 


Mr. CLANCY said he could not allow 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: [| am not making 


any point against them on that account, 
for I think it is a subject of great regret 
that these conflicts should go on, but | 
have a very clear view as to the duty of 
the Government in this matter. The 
Government having received notice that 
there would be an excursion which 
would be interfered with, special orders 
were sent from Dublin Castle that pro- 
tection was to be given and that adequate 
police arrangements were to be made. In 
the opinion of the Government, adequate 
arrangements were not made, and, as | 
have already told the House, this remiss- 
ness has been censured, and every pre- 
caution will be taken to see that such an 
incident does not occur again in the 
future. 


Mr. CLANCY said he wished---- 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I object to giving 
way tothe hon. Member's interruptions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must not interrupt unless he has a point 
of order to raise. He has no right to 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman 
unless the right hon Gentleman chooses 
to give way to him. 


Mr. CLANCY: But the right hon. 


Gentleman has given way. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No; the right hon. 
Gentleman said he refused to give way. 


Mr. WYNDITAM: This transaction 
is not a matter of much moment, but the 
attitude of the Government is that pro- 
tection shall be given to one side or the 
other and that the public peace shall be 
preserved. What happened on a_par- 
ticular occasion in last August was surely 
trivial and obsolete in comparison with 
the similar incidents which are happen- 
ing every day. On more recent occasions 
adequate protection has been given, and 
the peace has been preserved. I do not 
think that either Orangemen or Catholics 
have any cause to complain. I hope that 
I have now satisfied the hon. Member 
that | am fully alive to the importance of 
these difficulties which do arise in such 


/eases as the disturbance at Portadown, 


a statement like that to pass unchal-| and | may add that the Government is 
lenged, for they did not go with great determined to give impartial protection 


display. 


‘to the Orangemen on the one side and to 
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the Nationalists on the other. 
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li | have 


omitted any other points which have! 


been raised | will undertake to deal with 
them more fully when they are raised on 
the Irish Estimates. 


Mr. DOOGAN alluded to the occasion 
of a riot at Stewartstown, where he him- 
selt was burned in effigy. Under those 
circumstances, how could the Chief 
Secretary say that the Government had 
taken proper steps to prevent these 
occurrences! Tle had always done his 
level best on all oceasions to allay any 
bitterness in sectarian feelings. In 
regard to the disorderly ep tierte in 
the town of Dungannon, the Nationalists 
had a torchlight procession, and he him- 
self told them to go home and avoid 
rioting. 
five rioters on each side. They 
cases were adjourned for a month, and 
subsequently for another month. 
gannon was proclaimed for seven days. 
The result ultimately was that no one 
Was convicted. How could the right hon 
Gentleman, who was responsible for the 
peace of Ireland, detend such action! It 
the right hon. Gentleman desired to have 
peace in Ireland he would have to put 
down partisanship on the magisterial 
bench. He could give several other 
instances. They knew that the Orange- 
men were shielded, that the law was not 
fairly administered, that the bench was 


{COMMONS} 


The police took the names of | 
were | 
brought before the magistrates, and the | 


Dun- | 
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packed, and that the scales of justice were 
weighted. At a public meeting in Dun- 
gannon five policemen were injured, and 
the ratepayers, who had nothing to do 
with it, had to pay the policemen enor- 
mous sums as compensation. He had 
been asked by the people of Dungannon 
to bring the matter before the House of 
Commons, and to ask to have an inquiry 
into all the circumstances. [He hoped 
that would be done, and that an example 


mentary) Estimates. 


would be made. If the offences of one 
party were not condoned by the local 
magistrates and by Dublin Castle. Ulster 


would soon be the most peacetul province 
in Treland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place 
and claimed to move that the question 
be now put. 


Mr. DOOGAN : On a point of order, 
Mr. Speaker, this is an important matter, 
which concerns the peaceful inhabitants 
of Dungannon, and | would ask the repre- 


' sentative of law and order iA Ireland---- 


order ! The 
point 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, 

hon. Member is not raising any 

oO order. 
Question put, “ That the Question be 

now put.” 

Noes 


The House divided :-—Ayes, 130 ; 


D1. (Division List No. 104.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirA lex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Lain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J. (Manel | 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds | 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | 
Beach,Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Col. Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. 
Bull, Willian James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 


John 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hon J.( Birm. 
Chamberlain,J. Austen( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 


Mr. Wyndham. 


Cochrane, Hon. Thus. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward | 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Hayes 


Godson,$ ir AugustusFrederic k 
Gordon, Maj Evans(T’rH’lets) 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
gs Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| 
| 


Greene, SirEW.(B rySEdm’nds | 


Greene, W. taymond (Cambs 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton. Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 


Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'd- 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hn. Claude George 
Heath, J. (Staffords., N.W.) 
Hobhouse, Henry Somerset E 
Hope, J.1.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard, CaptJ. Kent .Faversh 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon- Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Haneage 
Leich- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Luc is. ReginaldJ. (Portsmouth 
Macdona, a Cumming 
Majendie, J ames A. H. 
Maleolm, lan 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
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Middlemore,John Throgmor’n 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, D. J. (W althamstow) 
Morley, Charles ( Breconshire 
Morre 1, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Ne »wiligate, F rancis rama 
Nie holson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

(YNeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 


Abraham, Win, (Cork, N. E.) 
Ambrose, R wert 

Asher, Alexander 

st James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Claney, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Doovan, P. C. 

Dally, William J, 

Elibank, Master of 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 


(Question put accordingly. * | 
omluittee m 


House doth agree with the ¢ 
the said Resolution.” 


Acland-Houd,Capi.SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, Jolin Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
salfour, RtHn Gerald W(Leeds 
a Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Caldwell, James 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
—— R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire , 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Civil Service (Suppl C- 
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Pretyman, Exnest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rate liffe, R. I 
Reid, James ccna 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Staty bridge 
tidley,S. Forde( BethnalG re en 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sac ‘kville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, H.C( Nortl’mbTynesde 
Smith, James Parker( Lanarks. 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


1901} 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 

Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hao. Chas. Seale- 
Jamesun, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, Wim. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

Macdonnell, Dr. Mark .\. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M:Fadden, Edward 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, 
Morton. Edw.J. C.( 
Murphy, J 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


North) 
Devonport 


That this The 
Noes, 42. 


AYES. 


Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.( Burm. 
Chamberlain, Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasyow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Godson, SirAugustusFred’riek 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH'mlets 
Gore, Hon. F. 8. Ormsby- 
a Hi. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Garay, Ernest (West Haim) 


House 
(Division List No. 








mentary) Estimates, 1262 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Valetitia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William oo 
Warde, Lieut. -Col. C. 
Wason,JohnCathe sr ir ‘kney 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, H(Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wiltox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R. ) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley. Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. Georze 
Young,Commander( Berks, . ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Anstruther. 


0’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Md 
(Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Doherty, William 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

(Y Dowd, John 

O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


— Donal 
Weir, James Galloway 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES 


Captain Donelaun and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


divided :-—Ayes, 140 ; 


105.) 


(ireene, Sirk. W. bry. SEdmnds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, RtHnLord&:.( Mid’ 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfrd 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. C laude George 
Hay ne, Rt. Hn. Chas. Seale- 
Heath, James (Statfords N.W. 
Hobhouse, Henry Somerset, E. 
Hope, J.} (Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard, Capt. J. (Kent, Fav. 
Johnston, Win. (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kenyon, Hn. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(: Salop 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, ‘John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson- Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lt. “Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Loyd, Archie Kirk uan 
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Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmo’th) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmortn 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison. James Archibald 
Morton, Edw..J.C. (Devonport) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray ©. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray.Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate,Franeis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Abrahain, Williun(Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boyle, ~— 

Burke, Haviland- 
Caeebell Jolin (Armagh, 5.) 
Claney, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duty, William .J. 

Fenwick, Charles 

I french. Peter 

Field, William 


WAYS AND MEANS [23rpD MArcH]. 


Resolutions reported :-- 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 


O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury ) 
Platt -Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, . Ernest George 
Priestley, Arthur 
Pryce-. Jones, Lt.-Col. 
Purvis, Robert 
fateliffe, R. F. 
teckitt, Harold James 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


Edward 


Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge | 


Ridley, S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, SirS. (Marylebone, W.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,H.C(N’ rthmb. Tyneside 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. 


NOES. 


Flavin, ~ hael Joseph 
Gilhooly, James 

Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 

Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 

M ‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘killop, W. (Sligo, North) 

Murphy, J 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Nolan,Joseph (Louth, South) 


thousand nine hundred and one, 
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Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. W _ Hall 
Warde, Lieut. -Col. E. 
Wason, John C. (Orkuey} 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und Lyne 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A. Stanley(Y ork, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (G iasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
W yndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Y oung, C ‘ommander( Berks, ] E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Md 
(Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, 
(Dowd, John 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, a Joseph 
teddy, 1 
Rodncnd. JohnE,( Waterford) 
fedmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’ Brien. 


W.) 


and one 


thousand nine hundred and two, ‘pre 


1. * That, towards making good the 
Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
Service of the years ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1900 and 1901, the sum 
of £5,229,355 2s. be granted out of the 
Consolidated Fund of the United King- 
dom.” 

2, ° That. towards making good the 
Supply granted to His Majesty for the 
Service of the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1902, the sum of 
£44,721,500 be granted out of the Con- 
solidated Fund of the United Kingdom. 


Resolutions agreed to; Bill ordered to 
be brought in by the Chairman of Ways 
and Means, Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1 BILL). 

‘To apply certain sums out of the 
Consolidated Fund to the Service of the 
vears ending on the 31st day of 
March, one thousand nine hundred, one 


|; CHINA- 


and read the first 
tu be read a second time this day. 


sented accordingly, 
time ; 


ANGLO-RUSSIAN DISPUTE AT 
TIENTSIN. 
On the motion for adjournment---- 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Betore the 
question is put, may Task the Leader of 
the House whether he has any informa- 
tion as to the statement made last night 
that three British soldiers were killed or 
wounded at ‘Tientsin, and whether 
or not the peace has been disturbed 
that place. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; | 


have no information. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 


Lord Lansdowne. 


Send for 


Adjourned at a quarter before 
Five of the clock. 


Member. 


An Asterisk (*) at the commencement (f a Speech indicates revision by the 
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Licensing Law 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 26th March, 1901. 


LORD HENLEY. 


Ordered and Directed, by the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament 
assembled, That a Certificate be sent by 
the Clerk of the Parliaments to the Clerk 
of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom 
has reported to the House of Lords that 
the right of the Lord Henley to vote at 
the elections of representative Peers for 
Ireland has been established to the 
satisfaction of him the said Lord Chan- 
cellor ; and that the House of Lords has 
ordered such Report to be sent to the 
said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland ; and 
it is hereby also Ordered, That the said 
Report of the said Lord Chancellor be 
sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 
fH-%.}. 
OAKHAM WATER BILL [H.1. ]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


MANCHESTER (MARKET STREET 


AREA) IMPROVEMENTS BILL [H.L.]. 


Committed ; the Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MINES AND QUARRIES. 


Reports of His Majesty’s Inspectors | 


for 1900. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 


Annual Reports of Proceedings under 
the Diseases of Animals Acts, the Markets 
and Fairs (Weighing of Cattle) Acts, 
ete., for the year 1900. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered | 


to lie on the Table. 


{26 Marcu 190i} 


Amendment Bill. 1266 


| City of London until the 1st January, 


1902. 


SPRING ASSIZES ACT, 1879. 
Orders in Council, dated 9th of March, 
1901, relating to— 


I. Spring Assize County, No. 2 ; 
II. 


Spring Assize County, No. 3. 
GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL 
(RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE). 

Returns of receipts and expenditure of 
the General Medical Council, and of the 
Branch Councils ; also of receipts and 
expenditure of the Dental Registration 
Fund, for the year ended 31st December, 
1900. 


INEBRIATE ACTS, 1879 To 1899 
(RULES FOR RETREATS). 
tules for Retreats licensed under the 
Inebriate Acts, 1879 to 1899,. made by 
The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department. (In substitution for Rules 
presented the 6th December, 1900.) 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act). and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS. 
Petitions against the sale of, on Sun- 
days ; of meetings at Reigate; Redhill ; 
Holt ; Huntingdon ; and Esher; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LICENSING SESSIONS BILL [H.L.]. 
HABITUAL DRUNKARDS BILL [H.1.], 

Petition in favour of ; of Members of 
Manchester, Salford, and District Tem- 
perance Union ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


LAW AMENDMENT BILL 
[H.L.]. 


A Bill to amend the law with respect 


LICENSING 


‘to the grant of licences for the sale of 


LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 


‘intoxicating liquors and to provide for 
Order in Council, dated the 9th of | 
March, 1901, further postponing the | 


the reduction of licences and for the 
registration of clubs. Was presented 


operation of the Order in Council of 18th | by the Lord Windsor ; read 1“; and to 
July, 1898, under the Act as regards the | be printed. (No. 28.) 


VOL. XCI. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 


2¥ 
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VOLUNTEERS AND RIFLE RANGES. 
EarL SPENCER: My Lords, | have 
given the noble Lord the Under Secretary 
for War notice of a question on a matter 
which is of the greatest importance to all 
forces of His Majesty in this kingdom. 
The question of rifle ranges has been 
before your Lordships on several occa- 
sions. I think I may be allowed some 
claim to speak upon it, inasmuch as | had 
the honour of being one of the original 
founders of the National Rifle Association, 
which has done more than anything else 
to promote good rifle shooting indirectly 
in the Army, and directly among the 
Volunteers. 
on the War 


Volunteers and 


Office Committee which 


selected what was. | believe, for a great | 
many vears, one of the best rifles put into | 


the hands of our soldiers, the Martini- 
Henry ; 
was able to find for the Volunteers, within 
six miles of the centre of London, the 
most splendid range that any country in 
the world has. Not only is it of import- 
ance that our soldiers should be trained 
in rifle firing, but the prospect of rifle 
shooting is one of the inducements which 
lead men to join the Volunteer corps. 
It is hardly necessary to dwell on the 
necessity for training in rifle shooting. 
Only a few days ago the noble Earl the 
Commander-in-Chief, in a letter on this 
subject, expatiated on the great import- 
ance he attached to skill in rifle shooting 
among all who take the field against 
the enemy. 

I hold the view that there is no more 
exiting and entertaining recreation than 
rifle shooting, and I should like to see 
it become our national recreation, just 
as archery was in olden days. I have, at 
different periods of my life, enjoyed runs 
with the foxhounds, deerstalking, and 
salmon fishing, and also rifle shooting, 
having once run very close to the winner 
of the Queen's Prize, and, to my mind, 
none of the sports | have named can 
surpass a good rifle match, while its 
utility cannot be exaggerated. The noble 
Marquess at the head of the Government 
—who I am sorry to see is not in his 
place to-night—at a recent political meet- 
ing greatly encouraged rifle clubs. But, 


although rifle clubs for those who live in 
country villages may be very desirable, 
it is very difficult to find a safe place for 
1 certainly wish to see rifle 


shooting. 


I also had the honour to be | 


and in the ardour of my youth [| 
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clubs established, but | should very much 
prefer the rifle shooting to be connected 
with the Volunteer corps. It is a truism 
that unless you can get rifle ranges it is 
impossible to cultivate rifle shooting. 
How do we stand now with regard to rifle 
ranges ? Our country is not well adapted 
for rifle ranges, as is South Africa or a 
mountainous country like Switzerland. 
Many difficulties have arisen, first from 
the greater range of the rifle, and secondly 
from the country becoming more popu- 
lated, and I am sorry to say that numbers 
of ranges throughout the country have 
had to be shut. How. then, are you to 
find ranges?) They can only be found at 
| great cost, and with great difficulty. Is 
it to be expected that the Volunteers 
themselves can find them? I have 
heard it said that they ought to provide 
them out of the capitation grant made by 
the Government. 1 venture to say that 
you can hardly expect Volunteer corps, 
| with the increased expenses that are very 
| properly put upon them for greater drill, 
| ete., to find the money necessary to pro- 
vide ranges. | should like to see that 
duty assumed by the Government. 
Possibly they may not be able to find the 
whole of the money, but they could 
| provide a great deal more for this pur- 
| pose than at present. Difficulties arise 
| in every part of the country; in some 
| parts, where there is a large population 
}and land is perfectly flat, the difficulty 
\is greater. There is less difticulty, pro- 
| bably, in the hilly parts of the country. 
| But even there, owing to the require- 
| ments made for clearing the ground 
| behind the ranges, it is exceedingly difti- 
cult to find ranges. 

Take, for a moment, the case of London. 
London has a magnificent body of Volun- 
teers—the most efficient Volumteers that 

jean possibly be found. We know that 
from the splendid specimens they con- 
|tributed to that distinguished corps. 
ithe C.LV. The London corps are put 
}in a difficult position, for all the ranges 
within easy reach of the Metropolis have 
been shut. I would urge the necessity 
for the range being within easy distance 
'of the headquarters of the Volunteer 
corps. This is absolutely essential if 
good musketry practice is to be carried 
on. I heard this morning from a mus 
ketry instructor to one of the most 
important Volunteer regiments in Lon- 


Rifle Ranges. 





| 
| 
| 
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don—the Queen’s Westminster—of the 
difficulties which his distinguished regi- 
ment experience. He said they nearly 
always had to go to Bisley for their 
shooting. They had a_ short range 
on Wormwood Scrubbs, but here they 
cannot go through the whole musketry 
training of the regiment. They have to 
go to Bisley, and they have to do so 
under very great difficulties, for the 
trains are badly arranged. It is a serious 
difficulty in the way of rifle practice 
if a Volunteer leaving London at half- 
past two o'clock cannot, after shooting 
at Bisley, reach home again until nine 
in the evening. Moreover, when they 
get there they very often find that 
so many regiments from different parts 
of the country are in possession that 
they cannot obtain a target to shoot at. 
The result is, the Volunteers are justly 
dissatisfied. 

[ wish particularly to call attention 
to the corps belonging to _ publie 
schools, in which I take © special 
interest. I will first refer to the case of 
Winchester, about which there has 
been some correspondence lately in the 
papers. Winchester School has a large 
corps, and there are, in addition, about 
500 Volunteers in the town. ‘There 
are also situated at Winchester the depots 
of two very distinguished regiments, 
and I understand that they are being 
considerably enlarged, and that more 


men will be accommodated there. What 
has happened in the case of Win- 
chester? Seven years ago they had 
a range, which was closed — to 
firing with tull charges. For about 
two years they continued to use 
this range with reduced charges, 


but for the past five years they have 
had no rifle range at all, notwith- 
standing that there is this large number 
ot Volunteers in the town. 
is that the boys at Winchester School 
do their rifle shooting on the Morris- 
Tube plan, and forty boys every year 
go to Bisley and have one day’s shooting. 
This is a most unsatisfactory state of 


things. | would ask the noble and 
gallant Lord the Under Secretary 


to explain how the difficulty at Winches- 
ter occurred. In 1897 Dr. Fearon, 
who was then headmaster, arranged for 
a rifle range. He did it on his own 
and came to terms with the 
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proprietors of the land. He was ready to 
lay it out as a private range for the 
school, and he communicated with 
the War Office, who put him off his pro- 
posal and said they would undertake 
the construction of the range them- 
selves. A long delay occurred, and 
Dr. Fearon was then asked what he 
would contribute towards the range, 
and he promised to give the liberal 
subseription of £500. Directly the War 
Office came in, the private individuals 
who possessed the land refused, unless 
a very high sum was paid, to let the 
War Office have it. For four years 
nothing has been done, and this large 
body of Volunteers, as well as the mem- 
bers of the school corps. have been entirely 
deprived of rifle shooting in consequence. 
Perhaps the noble Lord can tell us why 
it was that the Headmaster was not 
allowed to carry out his private arrange- 
ment. It would be interesting to know, 
also, whether the noble Lord could lay 
on the Table of the House the corre- 
spondence which took place between 
Dr. Fearon and the War Office on this 
subject. 

At Rugby there is also a great difficulty 
in obtaining a range. The only long 
range is two miles trom the town and 
from the school, and it is practically 
ot very little When the range 
is such a distance from the school you 
cannot expect the boys to take up rifle 
shooting, because it occupies so much 
of their time getting to and from the 
range. It is a great misfortune that 
this fine body of young fellows who 
desire to be Volunteers cannot practice 
rifle shooting with convenience. Harrow 
is in the same position. There is a 
range at least two miles from the school, 
but the shooting is frequently delayed 
for half an hour or three-quarters, owing 
to the existence of a road behind the 
range. | wish to ask the noble and 
gallant Lord whether the War Office 
will assist these public schools in getting 
ranges. We heard from the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs on two occasions when 
he was Secretary for War, that considera- 
ble sums of money had been taken to give 


use. 


grants towards these ranges. I think 
on one oceasion we heard that the 
sum was £40,000, that £35,000 had 


been allotted, and that there remained 
i ee. 
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£5,000 available. Later on, we heard 
that there were several thousand pounds 
more available for ranges. I should 
be glad if my noble friend the Under 
Secretary would say how far the Govern- 
ment have advanced in fulfilment of 
the promise made by the noble Marquess 
of assistance towards providing ranges 
out of these sums. 

There is another point to which I desire 
to draw attention. My noble friend 
behind me, Lord Tweedmouth, who, as 
your Lordships know, is a very expert 
rifleman and has taken great interest in 
all matters concerned with rifle shooting, 
has frequently referred to the question 
of short ranges. He said—lI think with 
great truth—that if you could not get a 
long range, it was very important and 
desirable to have a short range. At 
short ranges men could be taught the 
pulling of the trigger and the handling 
of the rifle, and if they were made to excel 
at short ranges they would very soon be 
able to fire at long ranges. I should like to 
know whether the Government are in 
favour of assisting corps to provide short 
ranges where long distance ranges cannot 
he procured within easy distance of head- 
quarters. Perhapsthe noble Lord will also 
tellus what the Government and the War 
Office think of the specially contrived 
covered ranges erected on Wormwood 
Scrubbs, and whether any objections 
have been taken to them by Volunteers. 
So far as I can judge, the rangeson Worm- 
wood Scrubbs are not very attractive. 
Those who shoot at them are not amused. 
They get tired and bored by having to 
shoot through what sailors would call a 
porthole. It is certainly not as good as a 
short range in the open, but where you 
cannot get either short or long ranges in 
the open these ranges may be of consider- 
able value. It all depends, of course, on 
expert opinion. They have one advan- 
tage over Morris-Tube shooting—namely, 
that the riflemen fire with the full charge. 
Morris-Tube practice is very often elabo- 
rately done, but there isa great difference 
when not firing with the full charge. I 
am afraid I have unduly detained your 
Lordships, and I conclude by asking the 
question standing in my name—namely, 
What the Government have done to assist 


Volunteersto obtain rifle ranges; whether | 
the War Office approve of short ranges , 
being obtained when long distance ranges : 


Earl Spencer. 
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are not obtainable within easy reach of the 
headquarters of a corps ; and whether the 
Government will assist the creation ot 
such short ranges by grants of money. 


*THE Marquess oF GRANBY: My 
Lords, I should like to touch very briefly 
upon one or two of the points raised in 
the speech of the noble Earl. The sub- 
ject of rifle ranges is one of the very 
greatest importance. I am thoroughly 
in accord with what the noble Lord 
said with regard to civilian rifle clubs, 
and | agree with him that theclaimsof the 
Regular and Auxiliary forces should be 
first considered. These civilian rifle 
clubs. as advocated at the present time, 
will, I think, require the closest attention 
on the part of His Majesty's Government 
andthemilitary authorities, becauseif they 
are to be unduly exploited without regard 
to their effect on recruiting, they may 
become a serious injury instead of the 
boon it is thought they will be. Of course 
I speak with all deference in view of the 
opinions expressed by the noble Marquess 
the Prime Minister and the noble and 
gallant Earl the Commander-in-Chief. 
We have been in an emotional frame of 
mind during the past year on military 
matters, and I hardly think the noble 
and gallant Earl the Commander-in- 
Chief can have fully considered the effect 
which some of the sentences in his 
letter can be construed to have. Re- 
cruiting for the Regular and Reserve 
forces has reached almost its highest 
point. and it does not require a pot of 
Homocea to place one’s finger on the 
weak spot in Mr. Brodrick’s Army scheme. 
The formation of civilian rifle clubs would 
probably still further diminish recruiting 
for Volunteer corps, especially in the 
country districts. 

It is necessary that a man who is to be 
of real value in the defensive force of this 
country must have some knowledge of 
discipline and obedience, but the inculca- 
tion of discipline and obedience is not 
suggested in connection with civilian 
rifle clubs ; and | consider that it would 
be better to improve the facilities for 
shooting and the provision of ranges for 
the Regular and Auxiliary forces than to 
plunge into some wild scheme for estab- 
lishing rifle clubs, the value of which has: 
yet to be ascertained. I would suggest 
to the Under Secretary that he might 
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consider the facilities for transport to provision of ranges in central positions 


and from existing ranges, which are at 
present inadequate. I will give the 
House a typical case. I know a Volun- 
teer company in the country which con- 
sists of between ninety and one hundred 
men. They are all poor men, and cannot 
afford to pay large sums for transport to 
the range. Most of them live at an 
average distance of from five to six miles 
from the range, and some even nine 
miles. It costs between £40 and £60 a 
year out of their own pockets to get the 
carriage transport to and from the range. 
A regulation was made, the year before 
last, I think, by which an additional 
grant was given of six shillings per man 
per annum towards the expense of getting 
to and from the range. That grant was 
applied for in this case, but the War Office 
retused to make the allowance on the 
ground that the headquarters of the 
corps were within two miles of the range. 
The result of this remarkable decision on 
the part of the War Office is that this 
company, fourteen members of 
which went out to South Africa, is on 
the verge of extinction. This is certainly 
not the way to encourage Volunteers, 
and it is, in my opinion, a penny wise 
and pound foolish policy. I would urge 
the noble and gallant Lord the Under 
Secretary to, if possible, do away with 
this grievance, which, though it may 
sound a minor grievance, is one likely to 
prove of considerable disadvantage to 
Volunteering throughout the country. 


some 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR WAR (Lord RaGtan): My Lords, 
I am sure I need not say that I fully 
appreciate the enormous importance of 
efficient musketry. I have myself been 
a musketry instructor, and for many 
years a member of the council of the 
Militia Rifle Association, and in my 
humble way I have endeavoured to 
further the interests of rifle shooting. 
The supplying of ranges has for many 
vears been most difficult, and the difficulty 
has been increased by the increasing 
range of the rifle. which has necessitated, 
as the noble Lord pointed out, the closing 
of so many ranges in different parts of the 
country. The question of ranges was 
brought to a head by the introduction of 
the Lee-Metford rifle, and in 1899 a 
large sum of money was allotted for the 


e 





where the Regular forces and the Militia 
could be trained in musketry, and where 
it was also hoped large numbers of 
Volunteers might also be trained. When 
these ranges were in course of construc- 
tion the question was raised as to the 
formation of local ranges to suit the con- 
venience of Volunteer corps. It was 
found that local ranges added much to 
the interest, as well as to the convenience, 
of the Volunteers, and a certain sum of 
money was subsequently allotted to assist 
Volunteers in providing themselves with 
local ranges. The difficulty of allotting 
the money has been very great. In the 
first place it was necessary that it should 
be allotted on a system which would apply 
as equally as possible to all parts of the 
country. 

The present position is, briefly, this, 
About £75,000 has been allotted, and 
when the ranges are completed I believe 
the requirements of the corps will have 
been met. Every headquarters of every 
corps will have within reasonable reach 
an efficient range, and in a great number 
of eases detailed companies have been 
provided for. With regard to London, 
very great difficulty has been experienced. 
A scheme was taken up by the County 
Council on behalf of the London Volun- 
teers for the creation of a large range on 
Lea Marshes. When the scheme was 
practically agreed to, it was discovered 
that the land had been scheduled by 
a waterworks company for the construc- 
tion of reservoirs, and the scheme had to 
be dropped. Subsequently the County 
Council put forward a new scheme on 
similar lines for the formation of ranges 
for the Volunteers at another place. The 
scheme went forward, and the War Office 
was prepared to find half of the money 
for the purchase of the land and the 
fitting up of the range. We had every 
reason to believe that the scheme would 
go forward, but at the last moment the 
commanding officers of the Volunteers 
in London held a meeting and decided 
that they would have nothing whatever 
to do with any scheme connected with 
the County Council. It was not a ques- 
tion as to whether they had to pay 
much or little towards the ranges. ‘The 
decision was come to on principle, and it 
put a stop to the second scheme. At the 
present moment there is no other scheme 


~ 


7 Volunteers and 
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to 


in prospect. I do not think that the 
War Office can fairly be blamed in this 
matter. We had every reason to sup- 
pose that this second scheme would be 
carried through satisfactorily, and the 
decision of the commanding officers came 
as a great surprise to us. We think that 
it is most important to obtain, as far as 
possible, the assistance of local bodies, 
because, as your Lordships are aware, the 
moment the War Office attempt to act as 
a principal in these transactions the local 
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| tion entirely to short ranges. the instruc- 
tion they receive will be far inferior to 
that which can be obtained at long 
ranges. You can teach men on short 
ranges to aim, to pull the trigger, to 
stand the recoil, and so on, but you 
cannot teach them to shoot under vary- 
ing climatic conditions. This they would 
learn at long ranges. Again, it is ex- 
|tremely difficult on short ranges to do 
those collective practices which are so 
enormously important in teaching men 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


authorities raise difficulties as to rights-| steadiness on parade, and also fire 
of-way, landowners increase their de- | discipline. 

mands, and the question of price assumes| Most of the public school corps, I 
gigantic proportions. Frequently twenty. pelieve, use the ranges of the Volunteer 
thirty, or more per cent. over the valua-| battalions to which they are affiliated, 
tion is asked, and even when arbitration | and therefore they will benefit to that 
or compulsion is invoked. the expense | extent from the money which has been 
becomes exceedingly great. I am told} allocated to assist. various corps. | 
that in Scotland it is a matter of course | believe the Eton Volunteer corps, in 
that fifty per cent. ix added to the valua-| which distinguished corps I had “the 
tion where it is a case of compulsory | honour of serving as a full private, is 
purchase. ; | the only corps which is not a cadet corps; 
We thoroughly agree with the noble| and hitherto we have never spent any- 
Earl that as short ranges are better than | thing on ranges for cadet corps pure 
gallery ranges, so long ranges are better | and simple. The whole question of the 
than short ranges. The position the position of cadet corps, including range 
War Office has taken up in this matter | geeommodation. is under consideration. 
is that it will not assist pecuniarily inthe | The noble Earl alluded to the case of the 
provision of short ranges unless it is) Winchester range. and quoted state- 
clearly shown that in the opinion of the | ments that have appeared in the press 
general commanding the district there is) which are somewhat misleading. The 
not a long range within a reasonable | history of the case is. briefly, as follows: 
distance, and no long range can possibly | [yn 1897 Dr. Fearon (the Headmaster of 
be provided. la that case the War Office | Winchester) offered to construct a range 
would be prepared to assist in making | at his own expense. He applied for 
short ranges. There are several reasons | perinission, and was told that the War 
why we would not propose to assist indis-| Office intended to lay one out them- 
criminately short ranges. The first, of | selves. He pointed out that the school 
course, is the expense. There is a limit | and city corps had been two years with- 
even to the purse of this country, and no lout a range, and offered to lay out a 
doubt if you said you were prepared to | range in whatever way the War Office 
assist in the provision of short ranges | might direct.. on the understanding that 
indiscriminately you would receive an | the War Office: would take it over. An 
enormous number of applications. If you | inquiry was held. and it was decided 
only had a few hundred, and they cost | that the War Office should undertake 
one thousand or two thousand pounds | the construction of the range. Dr. 
to fit up, you would spend an enormous | Fearon then stated that the school 
sum of money. Moreover, if you en- | would contribute handsomely. The cost 
courage short ranges you discourage long | was estimated at £20,000, and Dr. 
ranges. If men had short ranges within | Fearon proposed a contribution—his 
a short distance of their doors, they would | idea of a handsome contribution is not 
probably practise on them, instead of | the same as ours—which turned out to 
going two or three miles to where there | be £500. As he had proposed originally to 


isalong range. Those of your Lordships | lay out the range himself. £500 was 


who take an interest in rifle-shooting | certainly not a large sum to offer. The 
are aware that if men confine their atten- | general officer commanding the district 
Lord Raglan. 
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was asked to detail the plans, but diffi- 
culties arose with regard to certain 


owners and occupiers of land. who put | 


up the value of the land to an enormous 
sum, which came to rather more than 
double the valuation of the War Office 
valuers. The matter was then dropped, 
us ranges had been constructed on Salis- 
bury Plain, and at other places within 
reasonable distance of Winchester. The 
noble Earl asked whether | would lay 
the Papers in connection with this case 
on the Table of your Lordships’ House. 
The correspondence is very large, and 
| hope a précis will meet the views of the 
noble Lord. 

The safety range 
Wormwood Serubbs has, I believe, been 
a complete success as regards safety. 
The original scheme was not quite 
successful, but some additional money 
was spent, and I believe the range is 
now thoroughly safe. The amount 
actually spent on it was a little over 
£6,200, or rather more than £200 a 
target; but I am afraid I am not in a 
position to say that any similar range 
can be constructed for the same amount 
—in consequence of the increase in the 
price of building materials, among other 
As to the range used by the 
boys at Harrow, it is, unfortunately, a 
fact that it has to be constantly closed 
in consequence of its being interfered 
with by a road on which vehicles travel. I 
regret tosay that that is not the only range 
which has been closed for a similar 
reason. Even the range on Salisbury 
Plain is embarrassed by rights of way 
and other rights, and the shooting has 
to be stopped sometimes for hours. 
With regard to civilian rifle clubs, no 
doubt there is chance of their 
interfering with recruiting for the Volun- 
teers. but I may tell the noble Marquess 
below the gangway is not 


reasons. 


some 


that this is 
the opinion of all Volunteer officers. 
Opinions are divided upon it, and I 
think that if such clubs are carefully 
watched in their formation, and if no 
clubs receive assistance that are not 
athliated to the National Rifle Associa- 
tion, no harm will ensue in the long 
run to the Volunteers. As to the refusal 


of travelling allowances to the particular 
corps referred to by my noble friend 
the noble Marquess, if he will send me 
the Papers I shall be happy to make 
inquiries 
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Lord TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
we have no reason to be dissatisfied with 
the sympathetic way in which the noble 
Lord has answered this question. It was 
only natural, with his experience of 
shooting and musketry instruction, that 
he should thoroughly realise the immense 
importance of the subject. At the same 
time, | am inclined to be a little dis- 
appointed at not hearing from him that 
the Government are prepared to take 
further steps in the direction of assisting 
‘corps’ to provide ranges. The noble 

Lord said that £75,000 had been allotted 
in aid of local ranges, and that he thought 
that when that sum had been fully spent, 
all the requirements would have been 
satisfied. I should have liked to have 
some statistics showing exactly what 
was proposed. I confess that the noble 
Lord the Under Secretary takes an 
optimistic view if he thinks the money 
already allotted for local ranges will 
satisfy the requirements of rifle Volun- 
teers throughout the country. The 
noble Lord referred to the construction 
of ranges on Salisbury Plain and else- 
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where. I assume those ranges are 
largely for the regular forces. 
Lorp RAGLAN : [think I said so. 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Therefore, 


they do not meet the question of supply- 
ing ranges for Volunteers. The situation 
we are in is this—our troops, both 
Regular and Auxiliary, have been armed 
at considerable expense with an excellent 
weapon with a very great range, and 
any defect in shooting rests not with the 
weapon but with the person who uses 
it. You have a small proportion of men 
who are excellent shots, but the average 
soldier and the average Volunteer is, as a 
rule, a very indifferent shot, and the 
value of having a weapon that will kill 
at 2,500 yards or 3,000 yards is largely 
destroyed. ‘To pick off a man at a thou- 
sand yards is a difficult thing. even for a 
good shot. The variation of a 150th 
part of an inch on your backsight means 
a drop or rise of ten inches in a thousand 
yards, and it is not surprising, therefore, 
to find that the ordinary soldier when 
he tries to pick off the enemy at what 
he thinks is a thousand yards, does not 
succeed. When we talk about the 
necessity of training our soldiers and 
‘ Volunteers to shoot at long ranges, we 








Volunteers and 


are, to a large extent, aiming at what is 
not very useful. It is by no means an 
easy thing to train a man to shoot 
at long ranges. He should rather be 
trained to shoot straight and well at 
what can be described as an effective 
range. So great an authority as Colonel 
Henderson puts that at 450 yards. In 
training the soldier up to that range a 
great deal can be done by the use of short 
ranges, which could be constructed at 
comparatively small cost. 

The noble Lord did not express himself 
as warmly with regard to short ranges as 
| should have liked. I know that soldiers 
hate them. I admit that it is an ex- 
tremely dull thing to shoot in these gal- 
lery or protected ranges, but I maintain 
that you can become a very good shot 
at a moderate distance by short range 
practice. There should be such ranges 
within easy distance of the headquarters 
of every regiment and Volunteer corps 
throughout the kingdom, and I would like 
to see efficiency certificates granted to 
Volunteers for good practice at them. 
Only last year a change was made. Before 
then Volunteers could gain their certi- 
ficate for efficiency at the shorter ranges. 
I go a step further, and say that you 
should train your men standing up. At 
present any position is allowed, even at 
200 yards. I know it is said that in 
actual warfare you do all your firing lying 
down or with a rest of some sort. But 
if a man is a good shot standing, he will 
be a better shot lying down. I do not 
know what was the result of the Com- 
mission which was sent to Switzerland 
last year to inquire into the system of 
ranges in that country. The Swiss and 
the Belgians shine among rifle shots on 
the Continent, and yet their ranges are 
invariably short ranges. I think there 
are 2,700 ranges in Switzerland under 
Government control, and of those there 
are over 62 per cent. under 400 yards 
The same thing obtains in Belgium ; and, 
whilst it is perfectly true, as the noble 
and gallant Lord the Commander-in- 
Chief said the other day, that you find 
an immense number of ranges scattered 
about the Boer farms in South Africa, 
almost all those ranges are comparatively 
short ranges. ‘The Boer is not trained 
to shoot at long distances, and the most 
successful Boer shooting is found at 


comparatively short ranges. 
Lord Tweedimouth. 
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The difficulty of providing protected 
ranges in towns is not so great as might be 
expected. In Birmingham the gun manu- 
facturers have covered ranges on the 
house-tops, which are no nuisance and 
afford good opportunities for trying rifles 
and guns at distances of fifty yards: and 
as the garrison ranges at St. Petersburg 
are constructed on the tops of houses, it 
ought not to be difficult to provide 
Volunteers with short distance ranges 
in a similar way. Why should not short 
ranges be constructed on the tops 
of the drill-halls? This suggestion is 
pertectly practicable and worthy of con- 
sideration. The military authorities are 
making a mistake in insisting too much 


on shooting at long ranges. I admit 
that it is much more amusing. I admit 


also that men cannot become first-rate 
shots except at long ranges; but if they 
are made good shots at 200 yards, they 
ean be quickly made good shots at long 
ranges. The want of London in the 
matter of ranges is extreme. You have 
in London between 30,000 and 40,000 
Volunteers, and there are only twelve 
possible ranges which they can use. 
There are the Bisley ranges, which are 
very much used, but which are at a very 
inconvenient distance and badly served 
in the matter of trains. Then you have 
the Caterham range, which is a very 
small one. The Childs Hill range is alsoa 
small one. and cannot be enlarged. The 
Ilford range belongs to the Morris Tube 
Company, and has, I believe, been con- 
demned as being unsafe. The Milton 
range, near Gravesend, is a Government 
range, and is only used by Volunteers 
when the Regulars do not want it ; and 
the Pirbright range can only be used on 
Saturdays, when the Guards do not 
require it. The Rainham range is one 
that might be added to, but the result 
of our inquiries is that the cost would be 
too great. There are several other 
ranges, but of these twelve possible 
ranges there are but two—Bisley and 
Runnymede—which are practically avail- 
able for the Volunteers. 

The London County Council, as the 
noble Lord the Under Secretary for 
War stated, had decided to provide a 
range at a cost of £164,000—of which 
the War Office agreed to pay half—and 
to let it to the London Volunteers at a 
small rent. The County Council pro- 
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posed to acquire the land they had in view 
under the Military Lands Act, and they 
obtained for the purpose the necessary 
requisition from the London Volunteers. 
but, to their surprise, the commanding 
officers suddenly changed their minds 
and said they did not want to have 
anything to do with the proposal. The 
matter then dropped. The noble Lord 
said it was because the commanding 
officers would have nothing to do with 
the County Council that they came to 
this decision; but I have the suspicion 
that the officers, knowing how strong 
was their case for a range, thought they 
would ultimately get the range for 
nothing, instead of having to pay even 


the small rent which would have been | 


charged by the London County Council 
under the proposed arrangement. We 
(the County Council) were not going to 
make any profit out of the range, and 


the money we would have received for. 


grazing on the land would have been so 
considerable as to enable us to let the 
range at a comparatively small cost. | 
am anxious to take this opportunity of 
thanking the War Office for their action 
in the matter, and also of putting in a 
good word for that much-abused body. 
the London County Council, who, in 
this case, at any rate, rose to the level 
of what I may almost call its Imperial 
duties. The noble Lord was a_ little 
sarcastic with reference to Dr. Fearon’s 
proposed contribution to the range at 
Winchester. | think he accurately de- 
scribed what took place. but when Dr. 
Fearon offered to provide a range himself 
he had the promise of private help and 
concessions with regard to the land on 
which the range was to be made. The 
cost to him of constructing the range. 
therefore, would not have been large. 
and the £500 he proposed to contribute 
afterwards was a very large proportion 
of what the actual cost to him would 
have been had his proposal been allowed 
to be carried out. This is a ease in which 
the people who had rights over the land 
thought the War Office fair game, and 
they were, therefore, prepared to claim 
considerably more than would have been 
the case if the range had been allowed 
to be construeted by the Headmaster of 
the school. 

At present. under the Military Lands 
Act, local authorities have only the 
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power to buy land for ranges. | think 
it would be a great help if they were 
allowed also to hire land for this purpose. 
After all, local authorities and Volunteer 
corps are transitory bodies, and, if 
Government help was given to the hiring 
of land instead of actual purchase, 
it would be of advantage. There 1s 
often a reluctance to enter into a big 
purchase scheme, which places a perma- 
nent obligation upon both the local 
authority and the Volunteer corps. 
For some reason or other the range may 
eventually cease to be used, and they 
would then be saddled with land for 
which they had no use. Before the 
debate closes I trust that we shall hear 
that the Government are at once pro- 
pared to do something more to assist 
our soldiers and Volunteers inthis matter. 
It is especially important in view of the 
new proposals made by the Secretary of 
State in another place. because, after all, 
as I understand, we are largely to be 
dependent in the future for our defence 
in this country on the Auxiliary forces. 
It is impossible that these men can be 
trained and disciplined like Regular 
soldiers, but they can be made good 
shots if they are provided with ranges 
and plenty of ammunition. 


*Lorp BELHAVEN anp STENTON: 
May [ trespass on the time of the 
House for one moment to add my 


testimony to the necessity for a few 
short ranges in the neighbourhood of 
London! [am greatly interested in the 
matter, having for the last thirteen years 
commanded a brigade of Metropolitan 
Volunteers. The difticulties which my 
brigade have experienced in finding range 
accommodation have been very great. 
Short ranges would take off a great deal 
of the pressure upon the good long ranges 
which we have at Bisley and Runnymede. 
Ranges of 300 or 400 yards, with high 
walls at the back, would meet the require- 
ments and be perfectly safe. I have in 
my mind a range at Hounslow which has 
been used for many years, and [ have 
never heard of any accident there. | 
know the range on Wormwood Scrubbs 
very well, but [ think the more open 
range is the one we ought to have in 
larger numbers round London. I hope 
the War Office will see their way to help 
the Metropolitan Volunteers with more 





1283 Volunteers and 


ranges in the immediate vicinity of their 
headquarters. 


*Tue Ear, or NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, I wish to say, with respect to the 
Winchester range, that what has fallen 
from my noble triend Lord ‘Tweedmouth 
is perfectly accurate. Dr. Fearon, the 
Headmaster of Winchester College, had 
no intention of buying the land for the 
range, but he had made arrangements 
with the tenant of the land. He was 
quite prepared, at hisown expense, to fit 
up the range, and I am not surprised 
that, when he could have done that per- 
tectly easily in a few months, he should 
have been somewhat irritated in finding 
that, when the War Office took up 
the affair, it went on for more than 
three years, and ended by a letter from 
the Under Secretary of State for War 


saying that nothing whatever ° could 
be done. As regards the _ five 


hundred pounds, I am bound to say that 
in my opinion this was an exceedingly 
handsome offer on the part of Dr. Fearon 
in the circumstances of the case. I have 
no doubt the noble and gallant Lord the 
Under Secretary of State for War is 
aware that only a few days ago an unani- 
mous resolution was passed by the Town 


Council of Winchester thanking Dr. 
Fearon for his exertions; and, in the 


course of the discussion, no very polite 
language was used towards the War 
Office in respect to their interference. 
I hope the Papers will be produced. 
I am sure my noble friend Lord Spencer 
will agree with me that we do not care 
to have the whole of the communications, 
and that a précis will be sutticient. I 
should be glad to see the opinion which 
was given by the officer comanding the 
Winchester depdt on the subject, and 
also the opinion of the Inspector General 
of Auxitiary Forces, who, of course, is the 
officer who would be consulted by the 
War Office on a matter of that sort. 


Not only are the depots of the two 
battalions of the Hampshire Regiment 
at Winchester, but barracks are now 
being built there for the King’s Royal 


Rifles and the Rifle Brigade—eight 
battalions. It is also the depot of the 


Hampshire Militia, and there is a very 
strong company of Volunteers there. It 
seems to me that there can be very few 
places in England where it is of more 


Lord Belhaven and Stenton. 
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importance to have a range than at 
Winchester, and from my own knowledge 
of the locality I can say that there are 
several sites on which an excellent range 
could be provided. As regards the case 
of London, my noble friend Lord Tweed- 
mouth has given the view of the London 
County Council. I do not know whether 
any commanding officer of London 
Volunteers is present in your Lordships’ 
House, but I cannot believe that the com- 
manding officers of the London Volunteer 
teers could have refused—-——- 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : 
lutely true. 


It is abso- 


*THe Eart or NORTHBROOK: | 
cannot think that they refused the offer 
for the reason stated. Iam told that their 
objections arose partly from financial 
reasons and partly in consequence of the 
control which the County Council wished 
to exercise over the range. I do not, how- 
ever, state that of my own knowledge. The 
noble and gallant Lord the Under Seere- 
tary used some very strong expressions 
regarding the great desirability of acting 


with the local authorities in the pro- 
vision of rifle ranges. and he also, 


with much truth, said that when it is 
known that the Government are negotia- 
ting for land for any purpose, the 
owners and occupiers ask higher terms 
than they would ask from the loca 
authorities. My noble friend Lord 
Tweedmouth suggested that power 
should be given to local authorities to 
hire land for rifle ranges. I must remind 
your Lordships that this subject was 
brought before the House last year, and 
the noble Marquess the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, who was then 
Secretary of State for War, entered most 
cordially into the views of the local 
authorities in respect to their willingness 
to help the Government. My _ noble 
friend Lord Dartmouth took a great 
interest in this question, and brought it 
forward in the House. He was after- 
wards chairman of a body started by the 
Middlesex County Council, called the 
Counties Volunteer Development Asso- 
ciation. That body put itself into com- 
munication with the County Councils 
Association, on which, as your Lordships 
know, there are representatives of all the 
county councils in England. I hap- 
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pened to be deputed by the County 
Councils Association to confer with 
Lord Dartmouth’s Committee, and we 
drew up a Report as to how we thought 
local authorities might assist the Govern- 
ment. That Report was put before the 
general meeting of the County Councils 
Association, at which all the counties in 
England were represented, and the fol- 
lowing resolution was unanimously 
agreed to— 

“That it is desirable that the Military 
Lands Act, 1892, should be amended to enable 
the Council of a county or borough to hire 
land for military purposes.” 

We also recommended that there should 
be power given to the county councils, 
with certain restrictions, to hire land 
compulsorily for rifle ranges. This recom- 
mendation was carried unanimously. 
The meeting also expressed the opinion 
that the expenses of the provision and 
equipment of ranges for Volunteers 
should be provided by Parliament, and 
not out of the rates. That opinion was 
entirely endorsed by my noble friend 
Lord Kimberley when the subject was 
last discussed in this House. The noble 
Marquess opposite adopted the views ot 
the County Councils Association as 
regards the hiring of land for ranges. 
and was kind enough to embody them in 
the clauses of the Military Lands Act of 
last year, which passed through all its 
stages in your Lordships’ House. Inthe 
other House the clauses connected with 
hiring land were omitted. I presume, from 
the sources of public information, that 
this happened because the Bill came on 
at the end of the session, and because 
some opposition was offered to those 


clauses. I[ feel certain that if those 
clauses had become law, very much 
better facilities would have been 
in the hands of the War Office to 
provide rifle ranges than now. The 


manner in which the county councils 
deal with such matters is more practical, 
and more likely to lead to a fair settle 
ment, than the sending down of military 
officers to negotiate for the purchase of 
land. There is first an inquiry conducted 
by three members of the county council 
—men who know the neighbourhood 
and the people—and usually they can 
settle things amicably on reasonable 
terms. 

If it came to compulsion, it would be, of 
course, subject toan appeal to the Local 
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Government Board after a public inquiry, 
so that there would be no danger of 
any person having his property injuri- 
ously affected by the compulsory power. 
In the Bill originally introduced into this 
House there was a defect——a defect which 
exists in a good deal of our legislation-- 
inasmuch as the procedure was by 
reference to other Acts of Parliament. 
No doubt strong objections can fairly 
be raised to legislation of that kind. 
Objection was raised by my _ noble 
friend Lord Thring and my _ noble 
friend the Chairman of Committees, and 
I think it would be very desirable if, in- 
stead of legislating by reference, clauses 
were introduced into any future Bill ot 
the kind which would distinctly show the 
procedure and the precautions to be taken 
to prevent any injury to property by the 
compulsory power, because compulsory 
power in respect of rifle ranges is a matter 
of very much greater consequence to 
owners ot property than compulsory 
power to hire small pieces of land for allot- 
ments; and when land is hired com- 
pulsorily for rifle ranges there should be 
a provision to enable the owner of the 
property, on paying fair compensation, 
to get the land back if he required it for 
building or other purposes. I do not 
know whether His Majesty's Govern- 
ment are going to introduce any such 
measure in the present session of Parlia- 
ment, but if I hear that it would be of any 
assistance to the Government if a private 
Member introduced such a _ Bill—and 
there would be very little difficulty in pre- 
paring it——I shall be perfectly willing to 
undertake it and lay it on the Table. 1 
hope, at the same time, to receive some 
assurance that the Government do not 
intend to ask the local authorities in the 
country to support, out of the rates, rifle 
ranges which are really necessary for 
national purposes. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, IL have very 
little to add to the speech of my noble and 
gallant friend behind me, which | think 
was accepted by your Lordships as indi- 
cating that the Department which he re- 
presents is in full sympathy with the 
views of the noble Earl opposite as to the 
importance of providing our Volunteers 
with adequate range accommodation. | 
am not sure that my noble friend brought 
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out to the full extent the financial assist- | to Switzerland in particular, I believe the 


ance which His Majesty’s Government is 
prepared to give with this object. There 
is, of course, to begin with, the large ex- 
penditure which has taken place on cer- 
tain ranges for the Regular troops—an 
expenditure which may be stated in 
round figures at one million pounds. 
Those ranges, though primarily designed 
for the Regular troops, will be to some 
extent available for the Auxiliary forces ; 
but besides that, during the course of last 
year no less than £170,000 was set apart 
for the special purpose of providing 
Volunteer ranges. The whole of the 
money has not yet been allocated, but 
even as long ago as the month of June 
last year we were adyised that when the 
sums already allocated had been spent 
the process of providing the Volunteer 
forces with suitablerange accommodation, 
except in the case of London Volunteers, 
would have advanced far towards comple- 
tion. After the provision of these ranges 
we were told that there would in future 
be no corps without suitable ranges 
within easy reach, not only of their head- 
quarters, but even of detailed companies. 
That was, I think, a substantial step in the 
direction which the noble Earl wishes. 
With regard to short ranges, my noble 
friend opposite suggested that the War 
Office had not been quite diligent enough; 
but it is within 'my knowledge that in the 
circular which was sent out exactly a 
year ago the general officers comimand- 
ing districts were desired to take the 
question of providing these shorter ranges 
into their consideration, and report upon 
it. I believe it is perfectly true that the 
military authorities do not lean towards 
those ranges quite so decidedly as my noble 
friend does, and | will not attempt to 
decide whether they or he are right. With 
regard to the other class of ranges which 
have been referred to as gallery or closed 
ranges, my noble friend asked whether 
the Report of the two officers whom we 
sent to the Continent last year to inquire 
into this question had added usefully to 
our knowledge on the subject. I have 
seen that Report, and I think I may sum- 
marise its purport by saying that it goes 
to show that, partly owing to the great 
difference in the conditions prevailing in 
other countries, and for other reasons, 
we have not a great deal to learn 
from their practice in this respect. As 
The Marquess of Lanslown:. 


officers reported that gallery ranges were 
not greatly encouraged by the Swiss 
Government. With regard to the case 
of London, I do not think my noble friend 
at all overstated the urgency of the need 
of the London Volunteers for range 
accommodation, and it certainly cannot 
be made a subject of complaint against 
the War Office that they have not 
attempted to provide that accommoda- 
tion. Two extremely promising schemes 
have, one after the other, broken down 
at the last moment, one because the land 
was required for a great water supply 
project. the other on account of a regret- 
table difference of opinion, which I can- 
not help hoping may prove to have been 
due, to some extent, to misapprehensions, 
which we would, I am sure, all of us be 
heartily glad to see removed. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : The London 
County Council have not dropped the 
question. The last step they took was 
to suspend further actidn. The Rifle- 
Range Committee are ready to take action 
again if the Volunteer commanding 
officers approach them. 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: If 
the door is still open I trust that some 
means will be found to enable those most 
interested to pass through it. The Win- 
chester case was a very untortunate one, 
and I can assure your Lordships that 
if Dr. Fearon and the friends of the 
college were disappointed, the War Office 
was equally disappointed. The story is 
a simple one. Dr. Fearon thought he 
would provide range accommodation 
for the school on favourable terms. We 
cordially wished to co-operate with him, 
and to widen the scheme in such a way 
as to make it available for the Volun- 
teers of the neighbourhood. Then came 
negotiations, references to the valuer, 
finally a long controversy between the 
military authorities and the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners, and all this ended in a 
demand for a sum which we regarded 
as exorbitant, and which would certainly 
have absorbed so large a part of the 
money available for these purposes that 
we, not unnaturally, did not consider 
it desirable to carry the transactions 
through. But if there was delay the 
delay was not all due to the military 
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authorities, but in great measure to the | 


causes which | have mentioned. 

We have been asked why we did not 
set in motion compulsory powers in con- 
nection with the Winchester case. Our 
experience of compulsory purchase is 
not a favourable one, and we were ad- 
vised, on what we believed to be good 
advice, not to use them in that particular 
ease. My noble friend Lord North- 
brook reterred to the subject. which was 
frequently debated in this House last 
year, of giving facilities to local autho- 
rities for acquiring ranges for Volun- 
teers. The noble Ear! only did me justice 
when he said that | used my best en- 
deavours in this House to carry a Bill 
for that purpose, and I did it in the face 
of a certain amount of criticism, of which 
I do not in the least complain, because 
] think that some of it was probably 
well founded. I did succeed in carrying 
the Bill through this House, but in the 
stormy weather which prevails in Par- 
liament towards the end of the session, 
the clause in which the noble Earl is 
interested had, like other good clauses, 
to be thrown overboard, and nobody 
regretted its disappearance more than 


| did. If the noble Earl will lay 
a Bill on the Table of the House, I 
feel confident that it will be = dis- 


cussed by your Lordships in a benevolent 
spirit. One word with regard to what 
was said by my noble friend opposite. 
I will not follow him in the interesting 
remarks he made upon the subject of 
musketry instruction in the British 
Army. I dare say it may be the case 
that in many respects the system requires 
to be reviewed, and I have no doubt 
that that is one of the lessons of the 
South African War which is not likely 
to he lost sight of. But 1 do wish to 
express the pleasure with which | heard 
what fell from him with regard to the | 
rile now in the hands of our soldiers. 
[can very well remember the time when 
we were constantly told that the rifle, 
like everything which we supplied to | 


the troops, was of an inferior character, gy asgow 


far inferior to that in the hands of the 
Boers, and so forth. I am relieved to} 
find that the complaint my noble friend | 
makes is not that the rifle is bad, but 
that it is a great deal too good. 

Lorpv TWEEDMOUTH : The shooting | 
is excellent, but the mechanism might | 
he greatly improved. 
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*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: My 


Business. 


‘noble friend thinks, at all events, that 


it is too good to put in the hands of a 
man who habitually uses it. All I need 
say in sitting down is that I feel quite 
sure the War Department will keep this 
subject constantly in view, and do its 
utmost year by year to meet the require- 
ments of the Volunteer force. 


House adjourned at half-past Six of 
the clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 26th March, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 62 
has been complied with, viz. :— 


Great Central Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDERS 
62 AND 66 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Orders 
Nos. 62 and 66 have been complied with, 
viz. :— 

Kingscourt, Keady, and 
Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


Armagh 


AND SOUTH 
RAILWAY BILL. 


HULL, BARNSLEY. AND WEST RIDING 


WESTERN 


JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
BILL. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 


WAYS AND 
BILL. 


STREET WIDENINGS), 
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NORTH EASTERN RAILWAYS BILL. 
NOTTING HILL ELECTRIC LIGHTING 


BILL. 


CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS 
(By ORDER.) 


BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


WATER (PURCHASE) BILL. 
(By ORDER.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 


LONDON 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : I beg 
to move the Second Reading of this Bill. 
It is a private Bill, but, in consequence 
of the magnitude of the issues involved 
and the large area to which it applies, as 
well as the public interest which for many 
vears—for generations [| may say—has 
attached to this subject. it is not a private 
Bill in the ordinary sense, but it is a 
public measure of great and universal 
interest to London. It is a Bill, too, 
which, notwithstanding the magnitude 
o. the involved, would, had it 
applied to any other city than London, 
have been unanimously read a second 
time and sent upstairs to be dealt with by 
the ordinary tribunal appointed by this 
Hou e. It ought not to be made a 
(Government measure. It ought not to 
he subjected to either Parliamentary pre- 
judices or politica! tests. It is a Bill that 
is complicated by many issues which, in 
the past have prevented London getting 
what, under similar circumstances, other 
municipalities have secured and enjoyed. 
But, being a London Bill, this measure 
has to pass exceptional ordeals. There 
are many reasons for this, but I need 
not go into them this afternoon. They 
are patent to everybody, but | believe 
that some day public opinion will make 
mind in such an overwhelm- 
ing and decisive manner that even 
Parliament will no longer ignore the 
élaims of London. 

This Bill has an exceedingly good 
object. It deals with a matter of 
public health, and involves the 


issues 


up its 


ele- 


ments of life and death in a great 
community. It deals with a subject 


which vitally affects this great metro- 
polis. It has to do with cleanliness and 
with public safety. It seeks to give 
to London that coequality of treatment 
which is enjoyed by other cities—cities 


which have been afforded the oppor- 


tunity of converting the private owner- 
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ship of the publie water supply into a 
municipal ownership, and which have, 
consequently, been enabled to improve the 
public health, and to reduce the cost of 
the water supply. What other cities and 
towns have been permitted to do this Bill 
proposes to enable London to do. — It will, 
it carried, convert a supervisory body in 
regard to water—and that is what the 
London County Council now is—into an 
owning and controlling body, with full 
powers and the widest responsibilities. — | 
contend, on behalf of the London County 
Council, that as that body is the fire 
authority, the drainage authority, and 
the flood prevention authority for five 
millions ot people, the additional power 
that this Bill seeks to impose upon it is 
the logical complement of its public health 
duties. Recent events have induced the 
London County Council to repeat. this 
session the policy of purchase which has 
characterised that body ever since it was 
created. At the last election London 
gave to the County Council a clear, de- 
cisive, and overwhelming mandate in 
favour of the purchase of the London 
water companies undertakings. — [Cries 
of * No, no.”"] Hon. Members say. * No, 
no. [| have the honour of being elected 
on the County Council with a majority 
o: 4.100 votes. That decisive majority 
could not have been given to me on 
account either of my views on the war or 
on pure beer. It was the largest majority 
I ever secured, and I believe it was given 
in favour of the policy [| have always 
advocated of securing a pure water supply 
under the management of the London 
County Council. 1 believe it will not be 
generally disputed that that mandate was 
given because the view is growing up in 
London that the County Council is the 
only body which can be definitely charged 
with the purposes of this Bill. It is the 
only authority that has, or could have. 
power to deal with the question effectua'ly. 
It is the only body which could be ex- 
pected to raise the money necessary for 
the purchase of these gigantie under- 
takings. I will only quote one authority 
in support of my opinion of the nature 
of the mandate, and that is that of Mr. 
Harris. the able and courteous leader of 
the Moderate party on the London County 
Council. He says that the election was 
fought on the question of the expre- 
priation of the water companies as soon 
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as possible. That is clear and unmis- 
takable. He also says: * Personally 
] have no doubt whatever as to the 
mandate of the Council to get the question 
settled.” 
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I now come very briefly to the 
history of this question. Since 1880 we 
have had commissions galore and com- 
mittees innumerable, and all of them 
have ended in favour of purchase, while 
many of them have trended to control. 
fam glad to say there has been absolute 
unanimity as to what should be the 
authority purchasing these gigantic 
undertakings. The Report of the Water 
Committee in 1880 said it would be desi- 
rable to have some public authority to 
regulate the water companies. Now 
we know all that the regulation of the 
water by a public company is impossible, 
tor these companies have been unable to 
regulate themselves. The 1880 Com- 
mittee also said that it would be possible 
to have an independent supply, and upon 
that I have just one word to say. I 
believe to obtain an independent supply 
world be difficult and costly, and that it 
is altogether unnecessary, but these 
Commissions are all agreed that the pur- 
chase of the water supply should be 
accomplished. That is the object of this 
Bill. This Bill varies very slightly from 
the one that was introduced in 1890, 
seeking power to acquire and administer 
the water companies, which was rejected. 
In 1895 a similar Bill for the purchase 
of the companies was carried by a 
majority. That Bill went to a Select 
Committee, over which Mr. Plunkett 
presided. A practical settlement was 
imminent and possible, but after the 
Committee had sat for twenty days the 
dissolution of Parliament prevented that 
settlement taking place. Since 1895 the 
Bill had been reintroduced several times, 
but since then Lord James has added 


to the difficulty by introducing a 
Water Board and Trust Bill, which 
was not proceeded with for a reason 


believe, will always apply 
to any such measure if ever it 1s 
introduced. In 1897 we had another 
Bill rejected because a Royal Commission 
had been appointed to consider the whole 
question, and it was not considered de- 
sirable to legislate while that Commission 
was sitting. Now I believe in Royal Com- 
missions upon this subject Just as much 


which, | 
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and just as little as Lord Salisbury. 
and for the reasons he gave. In 
that we are in strict accord. In 1900 the 
Commission reported, and in 1901 we 
find the London County Council still 
persisting in the policy of purchase, that 
persistence endorsed by water consumers. 
the proceedings of the Royal Com- 
mission strengthening, rather than other 
wise, our intention to carry out this 
undertaking. 

Those are the short and simple annals 
of the London County Council in respect 
to water purchase, but it is just as well 
that we should know what has happened 
between the appointment of the Roval 
Commission and the introduction of this 
Bill. We have had two water famines, a 
great addition to the capital of the water 
undertakings. hugereservoirs constructed 
and storage tanks erected, and we have 
had Parliament recognising the difficulty 
and gravity of the problem by insisting 
that the exceptional nature of the prob. 
lem demanded that all the companies 
should be linked up together, and that 
they should assist each other in times of 
emergency when there was a_ shortage 
of water. | say that the very fact of the 
Government having been compelled to 
interfere with private companies in that 
way indicates. first of all, how short the 
water supply ot London really is, to what 
straits that supply is reduced, and also 
what may some day be imminent, unless 
the London County Couneil policy of 
purchase and a new supply is under- 
taken. The crowning injustice of the 
present situation was brought before us in 
January this vear. The water company. 
seeing difficulties and troubles ahead 
of them in the matter of water supply. 
have attempted to impress upon their 
customers the necessity of storing water, 
which practically brings back the old 
cistern system. at the same time 
making an extravagant charge, and the 
effect of that has been that the London 
County Council has received a mandate 
for the purchase, administration, and 
management by a public authority of 
the water supply of London, the like of 
which London has never before experi- 
enced, and which the Council through 
this Bill demands. 

Now the gravity of this problem is 
indicated by the very sensible words of 
Lord Onslow, made use of in a speech 
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when he wasa member of the London 
County Council in 1895. 
his words— 

“He thought that since the events of this 

summer, knowing that they had narrowly 
escaped a very serious calamity in the East 
End, there were not many in the council but 
would agree with him that the time had come 
when they could not any longer allow the 
water supply of London to remain in private 
hands. He believed they were now almost 
unanimously agreed that the water companies 
must be purebased.” 
What was said in 1895 by Lord Onslow, 
London has said since by elections, and 
both the opinion of London and Lord 
Onslow have been confirmed by the 
Report of the Royal Commission of 
1899, which shortly said—- 

(a) “ That the work of rendering potable by 
scientific treatment the river-derived water 
supply of London should he in the hands of a 
public authority.’ 

(6) “That, if a public authority became the 
purchaser, water would be supplied at constant 
oe to the highest houses. 

“That unification of the water under- 
Si would bring in its train facilities of 
intercommunication and simplification of ex- 
tension and enlargement of the water supply.’ 

(d) “ That it would tend to the prevention 
of waste.” 

(e) “That it would afford greater facility 
for raising the large sums necessary for the 
future supply.” 

(f) “In view of the prospective require- 
ments of water supply in London.” 

I contend upon those six points that the 
Report of the Royal Commission is in 
favour of the London County Council 
rather than against it. but the Report of 
the Royal Commission unfortunately 
stultified these excellent recommenda- 
tions by others which are not so good 
One of those recommendations was that 
there should be a water trust—well, 
Trust is dead, the last election killed him. 

The problem of acquisition was fur- 
ther complicated by the Lands Clauses 
Act, conditions of purchase being imposed 
upon London by the Royal Commission 
of 1899. Itisconvenient that the House 
should know what has been the result of 
all these inquiries. The Committee of 
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in favour of this Bill. We may take it 
for granted therefore that the London 
County Council is nearly unanimously of 
opinion that purchase is desirable in the 
interest of the river, the trade of London, 
the health, the pleasure, and the fire 
safety of London generally. In a 
word, all inquiries end in purchase, 
all experience leads to amalgamation, and 
all failures of water supply make for 
the water supply of London to be, as in 
Glasgow. Bradford, and Birmingham, 
in the hands of the rate-paying autho- 
rity. All these resolutions are in favour 
of the administration of water being in 
the hands of a public body, and except for 
an unreasonable minority all are agreed 
the County Council is that body. I believe 
the people who raise the money ought to 


‘purchase. The people will have to pay the 


1880 recommended purchase, the Bill of | 


1891 advocated a single water authority, 
the Royal Commission of 1896 protested 
against the present company system, 
the Bill of 1898 linked all the companies 
up together, the Report ofthe Commission 
of 1899 recommended purchase, and the 
LondonCounty Council on Tuesday last, by 


money, and their trusted representatives 
ought to be the people to purchase, and 
that was the mandate of the last election. 

Now why should the London County 
Council purchase ! Because the London 
County Council is the only body that can 
raise the £30,000,000 or £40,000,000 
which are necessary for that purpose. 
No trust could do it. A Parliament should 
not give power to any irresponsible 
trust to raise such a sum as that from 
the public; and, moreover, | believe. 
if Parliament did give power to a Trust 
to levy a rate for that purpose, the whole 


ot London would revolt against it, and 
the scheme would be an absolute failure, 


if not at its inception, in its subsequent 
mismanagement. The London County 
Council is directly elected, and is suscep- 
tible, asallsuchinstitutions arein England, 
to popular and proper influence; _ its 
financial credit is good, the commercial 
capacity of the oftieers of the finanee 
Committee is undoubted, its offieers are 
qualified to carry out the administration 
of this undertaking, and as London will 
have to provide four-fifths of the purehase 
money, I see no reason why Parliament 
should not give it this power. If the 
London County Council is allowed to 
purchase, it is asked what will it do? 
1 think it will display its eharaeteristic 
zeal and energy, and a typieal regard to 
the outside local authorities with which 
it has to deal. It will boldly and, at the 
same time, economically administer a 
better water supply, and in the adminis- 


a majority of ninety-one to seven, decided tration will serve its constituencies well, 


Mr. John Burns. 
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and in so doing, I believe, will economi- | 


cally pursue the line of least resistance. 
It will seek the co-operation of many 
local bodies now supposed to be its ene- 
mies; it will make terms with the out- 
side authorities, as it now effectively does 
over its outside drainage areas into its 
system ; it will supply to them in bulk 
any supply which may be required, and 
generally speaking the County Council 
and the outside authorities can be left to 
make reciprocal terms under the Bill. 
Some may say, given the Council 
as authority, what are to be the 
I believe that the 
only bone of contention between the 
London County Council and the water 


companies is the conditions of price ; and 


given that the price could be settled, I do 
not think you would find that the com- 
panies would stand up or care for the 
outside authorities. They give the outside 
authorities no power of control now ; they 
appropriate their water and charge them 
whatever they like. Worse conditions 
than those the outside areas could not get 
from the London County Council, and 
they stand to gain more than they can 
Jose. The companies want the highest 
price possible, the London County Council 
desires a fair and reasonable price deter- 
mined by arbitration, which shall take 
all the circumstances of the case into 
consideration. This is objected to as 
being hard upon the companies; sub- 
mit that toa tribunal such as the Council 
demands. Before the Land Clauses 
Act was passed, and water companies 
‘bothered. and London County Council 
promoted Bills, my illustrious namesake 
made a very true remark. Robert 
Burns wrote— 

‘** When self the wavering balance shakes 

It’s rarely right adjusted.” 

applies to the companies as 
forcibly as to the London County 
Council. [ want neither the London 
County Council nor the water co:panies 
to strike the wavering balance. The 
Land Clauses Act cannot apply, and I 
want an arbitration to investigate the 
case with a neutral umpire between the 
water companies on the one side and the 
London County Council on the other. 

I shall be told, perhaps, that Parliament 


‘has never done what the London County 


Council seeks and asks power to vat 
Parliament has, and has not, done it. 
VOL. XCL. [FOURTH SERIES. | 
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It has partially done it. Parliament 
sanctioned special terms of arbitration 
under the Housing of the Working 
Classes Act in 1890, and I am quite pre- 
pared to leave this matter to such a 
tribunal as they sanctioned under that 
Act. Hon. Members opposite who object 
to this particular form of arbitration 
tribunal in the Council Bill must re- 
member that Lord Plunket’s clause, and 
several of the recommendations of subse- 
quent Committees and Commissions, have 
been at variance upon the rigid automatic 
operation of the Lands Clauses Act. 
The London County Council say that the 
Lands Clauses Act may mean eight diffe- 
rent arbitrations, sixteen different arbi- 
ters, and eight umpires. The County 
Council want to simplify and unify the 
process of arbitration under this Water 
Bill, andthey want a strong tribunal for 
the acquisition of the eight companies, 
so that this matter shall be settled by a 
competent and strong tribunal with full 
knowledge of all the facts and circum- 
stances relating to our London Water 
Supply.’ What is more, it is not fair to 
take the Lands Clauses Act, which was 
not passed for a special undertaking like 
the water scheme of London. The 
arbiter ought to take into consideration 
the question of plant, buildings, pipes. 
and machinery. All these are fit subjects 
for special valuation and for independent 
arbitration. Paragraphs 54 and 56 of 
the report of the Commission confirm the 
need for special arbitration by declaring 
no solatium for compulsory sale. — Para- 
graph 128 of the report of the Commission 
of 1899 says that the large expenditure 
established the necessity for some form 
of special arbitration. Parliament also, 
by theSterilisation clauses passed in recent 
years inregard to new capital, has shown 
how the water companies differ from 
those engaged in other matters. What 
is more, the new expenditure which the 
companies have undertaken, and the 
restrictions Parliament has imposed, are 
all eloquent in favour of the special form 
of arbitration I have indicated. Whether 
that be so or not, it is not on the Second 
Reading that these details ought to be 
threshed out. The proper tribunal to 
discuss them is the Committee upstairs 
first, and then the special tribunal to 
which I have alluded, and it is because 
I believe that a trust, if brought in, will 


22 
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have to undergo a similar test that I ask 
Parliament to give the trust to the 
County Council, which has received so 
many mandates for dealing with this 
subject. I wish this subject to go to the 
tribunal upstairs to be settled in a proper 
way. 

On this point some hon. Members 
may say, what about severance? Well. 
the Council has been, | think, put in the 
worst light with regard to severance. I 
believe it has been exaggerated rather by 
certain opponents of the Council and by 
suspicious friends of the outside areas, 
who, in my opinion, do not care twopence 
for the outside areas except as a means 
of playing them off against the Council, 
to the detriment of both, and for the 
betterment of the water companies. 
But I might say this, asa matter of fact: 
Birmingham, with a population — of 
500,000, supplies 180,000 outside ; Bol- 
ton, with a population of 120,000, 
supplies 130,000 outside. I could give 
instance after instance in which it is 
possible for a central municipal body to 
get over the difficulties severance implies, 
and where, generally speaking, it works 
harmoniously with its neighbours. 
What the provincial cities have done 
London will undoubtedly do. But 
some may say, what experience have we 
that that harmonious action will take 
place! I can only give the nearest 
parallel instance Lean find. The Council 
in spending £200,000 on technical educa- 
tion works with outside bodies most 
harmoniously, it co-opts outsiders and 
strangers, and they have done great 
work between them. It sends six mem- 
bers to the Thames Conservancy, and no 
one will deny that these six have done 
some good work. It works with the 
City Corporation on many publie ques- 
tions, and notably for gas, and on some 
occasions for municipal water supply. 


solved 
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Whilst on drainage, it has 

the question of severance’ with 
many outside authorities already. It 
works with the local authorities of 


London on such subjects as gas regulation 
and water control ; it is the harmonious 
convener of the local authorities of 
London, and is slowly but surely winning 
its way as the champion of London, and 
as the buttress against those municipali- 
ties which too long have threatened 
London's existence. ItJis on the ground 


Vr. John Burns. 





{COMMONS} 








(Purchase) Bill. 1300 


that purchase is desirable that | ask that 
the Council should have power to pur- 
chase ; it is because I think a_ public 
authority is desirable for this that | think 
the Council is the best authority, and it is 
because I think I have proved that the 
Council will not override the outside 
areas that I ask that this Bill be passed. 

What is the alternative to the Council's 
Bill?) The alternative is the Water 
Board, and what is the Water Board ? 
It is to consist of thirty members, and 
there is to be little of the London County 
Council on it—no direct representative 
of the water consumers are to be 
preponderant. London in this respect 
is to be muzzled by the creation of 
this Water Board. The Report of the 
Royal Commission says that a trust of 
thirty nominated members will be re- 
presentative. I deny it. It will not 
be more capable than the Council. | 
believe it will be less capable than any 
statutory committee of the London 
County Council. It will be more costly, 
because this trust of thirty members 
will require salaries, | presume, of from 
£3,000 a year for the chairman down to 
£1,800 for some of the other members. 
It will be more extravagant and _ less 
susceptible to public influence and control. 
The trust will be above criticism, it will 
be beyond removal if it does wrong. It 
will represent nobody but themselves. 
It will be without mandate and without 
representation. Now | put to hon. 
Members opposite, who do not agree 
with me, How much longer should 
London be subjected to these nominated 
bodies ! Past experience proves that 
they are less efficient, more costly. and 
more difficult to deal with than the 
popularly elected Borough Council or 
County Council. But see how this 
metropolis is being treated in this matter. 
howin a descending scale London has been 
treated over a number of years. Lord 
Cross’s Bill elected a trust of twenty-one, 
and 76 per cent. were from London ; the 
City Bill in 1891 gave 53 per cent. ; the 
Vestries Bill in 1891 gave 74 per cent. to 
London ; Lord James's Bill of 1896 gave 
60 per cent. to London ; but the Report 
of the Royal Commission of 1899 gives 
London only 33 per cent. of the repre- 
sentation on this trust. That is 33 per 
cent. of the representation on a body 
that represents. 80 per cent. of the con- 
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sumers and will provide 87 per cent. of 
the money necessary to purchase these 
undertakings. There are no equal 
rights for all white men in _ that. 
[ say it is a slur upon the municipal 
representation. It is a reproach 
upon the admitted zeal and capacity 
of the London County Council, and 
it is a kind of stigma which would 
not be attached to any other body but 
that which for the moment has the 
honour and pride of the burdensome 
duty of representing the people 
against the vested interests of this 
vast city. But some will say that this 
trust will probably select a better type 
of men to manage the water supply 
of London than the County Council 
could elect or select. Is that the fact ! 
We have had water directors on the 
London County Council. I venture to 
say. from the point of view of ability 
and capacity and disinterested service 
to London. they were the least con- 
spicuously able and capable on the 
London County Council. From the 
point of view of capacity, they were 
less commendable than any of the other 
County Councillors I had the honour 
of working with. What are the facts ? 
The average water director is not an 
engineer. If he were an engineer, he 
would have put the water companies 
waterworks into better order than they 
have been on many past occasions. 
li the water directors were chemists, 
they would have urged upon the Water 
Board the necessity of getting a supply 
of some water better than that from a 
sewage-polluted watershed. If they had 
been men of business they would have 
made their dividends and yet placed 
London consumers in a better position 
thanhad been the case in the past. I believe 
that if the Council Bill is passed and we 


have a Statutory Committee or an 
ordinary Committee of the London 
County Council, we shall have a 


competent and capable body of men 
to manage our water supply. [ venture 
to pit Mr. Dickinson against any director 
connected with the water companies. 
I venture to pit Mr. McKinnon Wood 
against any hon. Member representing 
water in this House. I venture to say 
that the chemists, engineers, retired 


business men, and capable civil servants 
London has harnessed to the! 


whom 
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chariot of its municipal work, are in 
every sense better qualified than the 
average water director, who is elected 
for other and frequently not such exalted 
reasons. Is there any reason to suspect 
the Council of inefficiency for the manage- 
ment of water affairs! Is there any 
reason to suspect the efficiency of the 


management of its fire brigade ! 
Sometimes, however, we do not get 
enough water at our fires. Our 


drainage and flood prevention is exceed- 
ingly well done, while the purification 
of the river, which has been undertaken 
by the London County Council under 
difficult circumstances, is the admiration 
of every Member of this House. I hold 
that for efficiency, capacity, and dis- 
interestedness there is no reason for 
a trust, and there is no reason for mis- 
trust of the Council. 
My last point is 
the Council is the 
chase, supposing that purchase _ is 
decided upon as it must be, and 
supposing a Committee of this House 
and the arbitration tribunal take 
all the circumstances of the case into 
consideration, is there any reason to 
suppose that the London County Council 
will not be equal to the work, while 
the provincial corporations which have 
managed the water supplies had done 
soin a magnificent yet practical manner ¢ 
Why should London be the Cinderella 
of all municipalities? Why should it 
do all the drudgery of municipal work 
and have none of the remunerative 
duties to perform ? The million a year 
which the water companies now earn 
for their shareholders might better go 
in reduction of rates, extension and 
improvement of the water supply, 
the cleaning of streets, and in removing 
slums and in carrying outother beneficent 
municipal objects, which other cities to 
their credit had done. The Empire city 
is alone to be snubbed in this way. 
The metropolis alone is to suffer this 
contemptuous disqualification. London 
does not lack the engineering skill. 
Londoners can bridge the Indus, we 
can ford the Ganges, and we can dam 
the Nile. We can irrigate the dry 
places of the earth, and we can make 
two blades of wheat or grass grow where 
one formerly could only be produced. 
All but London is to feel the impulse 
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of engineering talent, of civic zeal, and | 
This ought not to, 


social reorganisation. 
be. On the contrary, if this Bill is passed, 
London will be able to attract to the 
management of her water supply some 
of the ablest men, some of her most 
devoted citizens. In moving the Second 
Reading I appeal to provincial Members, 
who in their own cities enjoy to-day 
what London lacks, to help the metro- 
polis, whose hospitality they enjoy, in 
the struggle against the water monopo- 
list, the water director, and water share- 
holder, and to give London the means 
of reducing its death-rate and increasing 
its health and happiness by securing 
a cheap, pure, regular, and sufficient 
water supply. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Sirn FL DINON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge): In rising to move the 
rejection of the Second Reading of this 
Bill. | must compliment the hon. Member 
for Battersea, who moved the Second 
feading, upon the very moderate way 
in which he has stated his case. and | 
think the London County Council have 
done the very best thing they could 
in placing the Bill in his hands. 1 am 
very sorry that the London County 
Council have introduced this Bill now, 
hecause practically the same measure 
was brought in last vear, and I think 
this is am unnecessary wasting of the 
time of this House. | consider also that 
it is very hard upon the taxpayers of 
this Metropolis that money should be 
wasted upon a Bill which the promoters 
know very well has no chance of passing. 
After the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission, and after the undertaking 
given by the Government to bring in a 
Bill next year dealing with this question 
they could have no hope of seeing this 
Bill pass. The hon. Member for Battersea 
stated that in the case of any other 
city or town but London, the Second 
Reading of such a Bill would have been 
passed at once. The hon. Member for 
Battersea spoke of this measure as a 
London Bill, but it is because it is not a 
London Bill that it is opposed at the 
present moment. The hon. Member 
for Battersea has spoken about the 


Mr. John Purns. 
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mandate received at the last election 
by the London County Council in regard 
to the water supply of London. | 
have no hesitation in contradicting 
that assertion, and I say that they had 
no mandate of that sort from the electors 
at the recent elections. What caused 
the defeat of the Moderate party was the 
regulations brought in just before the 
election by the water companies, which 
I think were obnoxious to almost every- 
body in the Metropolis. Both sides on 
the London County Council were equally 
opposed to those water regulations, 
and it was a most suicidal policy. The 
report went out that it was only the 
Progressives who were opposed to these 
water regulations, but that was not the 
fact. It is well known that if you givea 
lie twenty-four hours start, it is difticult 
to catch it up again. Therefore, this 
mandate spoken of as being in favour 
of this Bill does not exist. The hon. 
Member for Battersea has used argu- 
ments which have been answered over 
and over again in this’ House, and he 
has not approached the real question 
when he says that it is a London question. 
He says that the London County Council 
is the proper body to have charge of the 
whole transactions of the water com- 
panies, but what did the Royal Commis- 
sion say upon this point. They re 
ported that 

“ Tnasmuch, therefore, as all the metropolitan 
counties, except Hertfordshire, are bent on 
demanding what the London County Council 
are pledyed to concede, we think that a pur 
chase by the London County Council of the 
water undertakings must necessarily be 
followed by that severance and division of the 
works of supply and distribution into five 
distinct portions, which appeurs to us open to 
so much objection as to be practically inadmis- 
sible. On this ground, among others, we have 
come to the conclusion that the London County 
Council should not be the purchaser.’ 


| wish to bring before the House the 
fact that the limits of supply of the water 
companies extend over 620 square miles, 
of which only 122 square miles are 
within the jurisdiction of the London 
County Council. That leaves nearly 
500 square miles outside these limits 
which include part of the counties 0 
Middlesex, Surrey, Essex, Hertford, and 
Kent, and in such parts there are four 
boroughs and fifty-six urban and rural 
district councils, a total of sixty local 
authorities. The area and population 
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supplied by the companies in 1898 were 
asfollows: Inside Metropolitan area, 120 


square miles, population 4,478,396. 
Outside Metropolitan area, 230 square 
miles, population 1,341,187. These 


figures, relating to all the companies, bear 
out the conclusion above stated, that 
almost the whole future increase of popu- 
lation and water supply will take place 
outside the area of the London County 
Council. If the London County Council 
are permitted to purchase the under- 
takings of the water companies, they 
must either supply the other counties and 
local authorities with water in bulk, 
or divide the sources of supply and 
works of distribution between the five 
metropolitan counties. 

What has taken place in regard to 
these companies only last year! | 
will take the case of three companies. 
The Lambeth Water Company during 
the last four years increased its inside 
area to the extent of 6.431, while the out- 
side area increased by O.857. Therefore 
it will be seen that the consumption of 
water is growing faster in the outside 
area of this company than in the 
inside. The outside area of this 
company includes the borough of Croy- 
don and Kingston-on-Thames, and 
other rural and urban districts which do 
not want to come under the London 
County Council. The Grand Junction 
Water Company as late as February last 
were actually supplying more water in 
the county of Middlesex than in London. 
In the case of the East London Water 
Company the increase of the supply in 
the outside area amounted to between 
30,000 and 40.000 gallons more each 
year, whilst the supply in their inside area 
was diminishing. The population: sup- 
plied by the East London Company is 
only 6.360 inside the London area, while 
thepopulation supplied outside is 648,936. 
Therefore if the London County Council 
are permitted to purchase these under- 
takings they must supply water in bulk 
to these places outside their own area. 
Nir Alexander Binnie, the engineer of the 
London County Council, in his evidence 
before the Royal Commission stated— 


“that, as a water engineer, he would not 
alvocate such a severance from the point of 
view of economy in the administration and 
construction of the works; and that in his 
opinion the objections to severance and its cost 
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would lead the outside counties to take water | 
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in bulk from the county of London, contenting 
themselves with taking over the distribution 
of that water in their own district.” 


With regard to these two modes of supply 
the Royal Commission report — 


“The system of supply in bulk is not only 
inconvenient and expensive, but it shuts out 
the supplying authority from prospective in- 
crease of income arising in the district supplied. 
The price in bulk would no doubt be so fixed 
as to leave a small margin of profit to the 
supplying authority; but that would not 
cover the prospective increase of income it 
might expect to receive if it dealt direetly 
with the water consumer. If London had to 
supply water in bulk at a fixed price for the 
present and future wants of so much of the 
five adjoining counties as lies within water 
London, the ratepayers of London would find 
themselves ina very different financial position 
from that of the eight companies or from that 
of a purchaser who took over the whole present 
system. 

“ The conclusion we arrive at on this subject 
is that although severance of the works and 
sources of supply of the several companies 
and the division thereof between the Councils 
of the six counties within the limits of supply 
are not actually impracticable, they would be 
very difficult and highly undesirable. They 
will involve needless waste and expense and 
can only be carried out with constant triction 
in working details and at a greatly increased 
cost of management. All the advantages and 
economies of concentration and amalgamation 
will be sacrificed ; it will become increasingly 
difficult to deal with future wants; and no 
compensating advantage will be secured.” 


The outside counties strongly object to 
the London County Council acquiring 
any rights of supply within their area, 
either by supplying the customers directly 
or by supplying in bulk, and that Council 
are pledged to effect a severance of the 
undertakings, if they are allowed to pur- 
chase them, between themselves and the 
five Metropolitan counties. No words 
can be stronger than those of the Royal 
Commission on these points, namely— 


“To the objections of these county authori- 
ties to being placed by purchase under the 
control of the London County Council we 
attach great weight, iin consequence of the 
large proportion of the water-consuming 
population which is under their jurisdiction, 
and not under that of the London County 
Council. At the present time it is between 
one-fifth and one-fourth of the whole popula- 
tion supplied by the water companies. It is 
increasing at a very much more rapid rate than 
that of the population of London — and 
when the population of Water London reaches 
the large figure of 12,000,000, which we have 
mentioned, it is very possible that the popula- 
tion of this outer ring, for which the additional 
quantities of water are wanted, may fully equal 
that of the administrative County of Lordon.” 
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There is no doubt that London, in- 
side and outside, is filling up very 
rapidly. But I think there is very little 
chance of an increase inthe water supply 
being required for a long time in the in- 
side London area, whilst, on the other 
hand, the outside area is growing very 
rapidly by leaps and bounds, and it will 
very shortly be quite equal to the area of 
the county of London. 

It is all very well to speak about Brad- 
ford, Liverpool, and Birmingham, but 
those are not similar cases. I have no 
hesitation in saying that the feeling of 
the counties is so strong that they will 
oppose in every possible way any intention 
to place them under the London County 
Council. I am speaking in this matter 
with the authority of the various counties 
[ have consulted. Why should the 
London County Council interfere with 
these other counties who consider that 
they are just as able to manage their own 
affairs as the London County Council ! 
I think we have as good men on our 
county councils as are found on the 
London County Council. Any Minister 
who tries to put these districts under the 
London County Council will find him- 
self very strongly opposed by the whole 
of them and the councils representing 
them. The question is not whether 
the London County Council perform 
their work well, or whether they manage 
their own affairs well or not: but 
jhe issue is that the London County 
Council are trying to increase their 
borders and are trying to obtain control 
of that which does not belong to them. 
The hon. Member for Battersea spoke 
about the Royal Commission's reference 
to the Water Trust, but that was only 
a suggestion. I think London rate- 
payers may fairly object to the rates of 
London alone being pledged as ultimate 
security for purchasing, managing, and 
developing undertakings in an area five 
times the size of the county of London. 
The Bill gives no power to outside local 
authorities to purchase water in’ bulk 
unless the London County Council 
assent, and if the outside bodies are not 
represented they are likely to be treated 
worse than they are at present by the 
water companies. I believe that if the 
Bill promised by the Government is 
brought in next year and a proper Water 
Trust is created, in a very short time 
Sir F. Dixon Hartland. 


‘COMMONS} 
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everybody will be glad that this Bill has 
not been read a second time. I beg to 
move the rejection of this Bill. 

Amendment proposed, F 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’”—(Sir Frederick Dixon. 
Hartland.) 


Question proposed, * That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) said the 
hon. Member for Uxbridge had gone 
into the reasons which actuated outside 
bodies in opposing this Bill. With regard 
to the particular proposals of the Bill the 
opposition of the outside areas might 
be pressed into a very small compass. 
Those who had the honour of being mem- 
bers of the London County Council must 
welcome the speech made by the hon. 
Member for Battersea. That speech was 
well reasoned and was considerate beyond 
doubt. He felt sure that every Member 
on the Ministerial side of the House 
recognised that this was a large question 
which ought to be approached without 
any display of petty party feeling or per- 
sonalities. At the same time he was 
bound to say that a great part of the 
speech of the hon. Member for Battersea 
was in favour of purchase generally, but 
he submitted that that was not the real 


issue. The issue which the House had 
to consider was whether or not it 
should promote the settlement — of 


this protracted controversy by reading 
the Bill a second time. This Bill 
was substantially the same measure 
us was presented last year, when it 
was rejected by a good majority. The 
main .feature of the Bill was to enable 
the County Council to become the pur- 
chaser of the undertakings of the water 
companies. This proposal was con- 
demned by the Royal Commission. It 
should be noted that if purchase by the 
County Council was sanctioned severance 
must subsequently ensue. The outside 
authorities would insist upon this, and 
severance meant that instead of one 
authority there would be five separate 
authorities. Therefore one of the great 
financial and administrative — benefits 
which ought to be derived from purchase 
would at once be taken away. Severance 
was, moreover, explicitly condemned by 
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the Royal Commission. Every one of 
the main proposals of this Bill had been 
emphatically condemned by a very power- 
ful Commission. ‘They were part of the 
Bill brought forward in this House last 
year which was then opposed by the 
President of the Local Government 
Board and rejected by a_ substantial 
majority. Why should the House read 
this Bill a second time, when they 
rejected it last year ? 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
This is a new Parliament and a different 


Bill. 


Mr. WHITMORE said those were the 
main reasons why they were opposing 
the Bill. He could quite understand that 
hon. Members on both sides, wishing to 
bring this unfortunate controversy to an 
end, were rather tempted to let the Bill 
be read a second time, in the hope that 
it might be improved before a Select Com- 
mittee. Was that the proper spirit in 
which to enter upon a matter of this 
kind? How could they have any assur- 
ance that all these things would be 
remedied in Committee? He did not 
know whether any hon. Gentlemen had 
tried to draw up the Instructions they 
would like to move in order to convert 
this Bill into one which they would like 
to see passed into law. It was impossible 
to draw up an Instruction which would 
compel the Select Committee to trans- 
form the Bill. Moreover, the scheme 
would be presented before the Committee 
by experienced officials in the most ad- 
mirable way ; and how in the world could 
outside authorities or others who did 


not approve of the Bill formulate a scheme | 


which would have a chance of securing 
equal treatment with the scheme of the 
County Council? The fact was, this 
question had become too large to be settled 
by any Select Committee, however careful 
and influential. It must be dealt with 
by the Government, and the Govern- 
ment alone. He hoped that in opposing 
the Second Reading of this measure no 
one was doing it with adilatory or obstruc- 
tive motive. [Opposition cries of “ Oh, 
oh.”] He was glad to hear that note of 
dissent, but he was going to give his vote 
against the Second Reading, firstly 
because he did not think it was a proper 
scheme to settle this great question ; 
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and in the second place because he 
wished to get rid of this system of 
the London County Council introducing 
into this House year after year impos- 
sible measures. What he wanted was 
that next year the Government should 
deal finally and effectually with this 
great problem. 

This was a matter of such magnitude 
and perplexity that it should be dealt 
with by the Government. That fact was 
more or less recognised by the Govern- 
ment of 1880, but unfortunately that 
Government was not allowed to bring 
the matter to a satisfactory conclusion. 
Had the question been dealt with then, 
all of them on both sides of the House, 
and the ratepayers as well, would have 
heen happier to-day. Ever since that 
date successive Unionist Governments 
had recognised that the responsibility 
for the ultimate settlement of the water 
question in London rested with them 
and not with the municipal authorities. 
In the year 1892 the Royal Commission 
presided over by Lord Balfour of Bur- 
leigh made a very valuable Report. and 
the Commission presided over by Lord 
Llandaff also presented an admirable 
Report. Last year the London County 
Council introduced a Bill and the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board on 
behalf of the Government opposed it, and 
it was rejected by a considerable majority. 
It was not, however, enough for them 
and the Government to go on opposing 
in that way. The question was now ripe 
for settlement, and in his judgment the 
history which he had briefly detailed 
showed that successive Governments 
had recognised that they had a responsi- 
bility and an obligation in the matter. 
They were not giving an absolutely 
negative vote, but they were waiting for 
a practical measure dealing with the 
question which would be introduced by 
the Government next year. He did not 
think that the treatment of the question 
bythe Government presented insuperable 
difficulties. After all, there had been a 
great approximation of opinion on the 
matter. Personally, he had for years 
struggled against the idea of purchase— 
{Opposition cheers]}—yes. he candidly 
admitted it—but his view had _ been 
shattered partly by the conclusions of the 
Royal Commission and partly by the 
general tendency of events. Now he was 
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anxious to see the question settled on the 
general lines of the Report of the Royal 
Commission. Who could doubt that 
even the water companies must now be 
unxious to have such a_ settlement ? 
Recent events had shown that they had 
not the moral power to enable them to 
carry on their business satisfactorily. 
Public opinon was unfair to the water 
companies. and they could not get the 
powers they required. In the interests 
of the water companies and their share- 
holders it was most desirable that this 
trouble should cease. There need be no 
great difficulty in the constitution of the 
new Water Board, and even the Progres- 
sive party on the London County Council 
had in many ways shown a sweet reason- 
ableness, and he did not doubt that when 
once the Government showed itself in 
earnest the end of the long controversy 
would soon be at hand. He hoped he 
had not been detaining the House too 
long. In conclusion. he wished to say 
that he gave his vote unhesitatingly 
against the Second Reading of this Bill, 
and he did so not with any obstructive 
motive, but in the hope that next session 
the question would be settled perma- 
nently and satisfactorily by a measure 
introduced by the Government. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): Everything depends 
upon what the Government are doing. 
and, indeed, something more than that— 
upon what they will do, because the two 
things. as the House knows on many 
important social questions, are not 
identical. If the arrangement as to the 
London water supply is going to. re- 
main in its present position, like old-age 
pensions, it will not be satisfactory. 
We would like to hear from the President 
of the Local Government Board what 
they are going to do, and form our own 
judgment as to what the Government 
are likely to do. | therefore at this 
stage. until we have heard what the 
Government are going to do, do not 
propose to go at any length into this 
matter. The hon. Member for Chelsea 
thought it worth while to incidentally 
attack the Government of 1880. [Cries 
of “No” and “The Opposition.’’} 


There were two Governments in 1880: 
there was one in which I was interested. 
and one of my earliest duties as Home 


Mr. Whitmore. 
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Secretary was to preside over a Committee 
on this question. There has been a good 
deal of misrepresentation on this subject, 
and I will in a few sentences state what 
occurred on that oecasion. [| was chair- 
man of that Comittee. and received 
most valuable assistance in its conduct 
from the present Colonial Secretary—in 
fact, we together drew up the Report. 
Among the other menzbers of the Com 
mittee were the present Lord Cross, the 
author of the proposal of the former 
Government of 1880, and the present 
Secretary of State for India. Well, that 
Committee had before it certain agree 
ments upon which the early Govern- 


ment of 1880 had proposed to pur- 
chase the water companies, and 
there attended, by counsel, — the 


Corporation of London and the Metro- 
politan Board of Works, who represented 
upon that oceasion and for that purpose 
the consumers of London. Counsel im 
plored the Committee not to sanction 
the agreements on the ground, so the 
Report showed 

“that those two bodies have declared to your 
Committee their opinion that the terms con- 
tained in those agreements do not furnish a 
satisfactory or admissible basis of purchase, 
and in that opinion your Committee concur. 

I do not think that that Committee or 
any other Committee could reject the 
opinion of the London Corporation and 
the Metropolitan Board of Works. The 
next paragraph of the Report. the author 
of which was the present Colonial Secre- 
tary. was as follows— 

‘It is obvious, therefore, that the judgment 
of the public, as evidenced by the market 
price, coincided with the opinion of the Cor- 
poration of London and the Metropolitan Board 
of Works—namely, that the price stated in the 
agreements is greatly beyond the estimated 
value of the property.” 

The charge made against us was that, 
being urged by the representatives of the 
consumers of London not to purchase 
the water companies upon those terms, 
we agreed with the Corporation ot 
London and the Metropolitan Board of 
Works, and we did not attempt to force 
the consumers of London to purchase 
their water at a price far beyond the 
market price of the commodity. That 
is the position which has been misrepre- 
sented ever since, and the remarkable 


part of it is that the very author of the 
proposal in the Conservative Govern- 
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ment of L880 was a member of the Com- 
mittee. The present Secretary of State 
for India and Lord Cross never attempted 
to challenge that verdict of the Com- 
mittee ; they never pretended, after the 
examination of Mr. Smith, that it was 
possible to purchase the water companies 
upon the terms proposed. There was 
some suggestion that there should be 
some other terms and some other nego- 
tiations. but as to defending the proposal 
of the preceding Government there was 
no definite attempt whatever on the part 
of its author. To the general principle 
laid down by the Committee I adhere. 
The principle then laid down was that 
the water supply of London ought to be 
in the hands of some public body repre- 
senting the consumers ; and we suggested 
a body that might be constituted for 
that purpose, solely upon the ground that 
there was no municipal authority at that 
time in existence which adequately repre- 
sented the community of the metropolis. 
There is such a body now. The principle 
of the Report was that as soon as such a 
body was constituted it should have 
control of the water supply, and to that 
principle I adhere. It was then dis- 
cussed whether the best process was by 
purchase or by some independent supply. 
That question was left open ; but it will 
be found in the Report that purchase for 
certain purposes was regarded as neces- 
sary. That is the simple history of the 
Committee of 1880. [ believe that every 
one of the Committee's conclusions has 
heen Justified, and that to blame the Com- 
mittee of 1880 for having refused to 
purchase the water of London at a price 
which was absolutely beyond its value 
at the time is entirely unwarrantable. 
| contend that the Committee of 1880 
and the Government which acted upon 
its recommendations were wholly justi- 
fied in the course they took on that 
occasion. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaLtrEr 
LonG, Bristol, S.): Nobody will be in- 
clined to blame the right hon. Gentleman 
tor detending himself as one of those 
who took part in the deliberations which 
led to the conclusion arrived at in 1880. 
At the same time I may be forgiven for 
pointing out that, valuable as the right 
hon. Gentleman's observations are, they 
do not throw any particularly new light 
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on the question we are now debating. 
In the first place, the contention put 
forward by my hon. friends behind me 
is not in any sense disposed of by the eriti- 
cism of the right hon. Gentleman. What 
the hon. Member for Chelsea pointed 
out with irresistible force and unanswer- 
able effect was that. had the suggestion 
which Mr. Cross, now Lord Cross, made 
in L880 been adopted, enormous benefit 
would have accrued to the ratepayers of 
London. To tell us now that the repre- 
sentative bodies in London supported 
the right hon. Gentleman and his frie = 
in their objections to the proposals o 
the water companies is not to dispose ot 
our contention that if the scheme had 
heen adopted great good would have 
followed, and we should not have been 
discussing the London water question 
to-day. 

The moderate speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber tor Battersea deserves all that has been 
said of it. But the hon. Member looked 
at the question from the point of view of 
the London County Council, and from 
the point of view of that part of London 
controlled by the London County Council 
only. | have read the Report of the Com- 
mittee to which the right hon. Gentleman 
has referred. Of course | do not pretend 
to speak of it with the same knowledge 
as he possesses, who served on the Com- 
mittee. but L confess it is difficult to 
realise that in the recommendation 
about the appointment of a municipal 
authority the Committee contemplated 
that that representative authority was 
to be representative of only a portion 
and not the whole of London. The hon. 
Member for Battersea and the right hon. 

Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth are a little to apt to talk of London 
as if it were necessarily limited in these 
matters to the area of the London County 
Council. The hon. Gentleman made 
the mistake of following too closely the 
suggestions of the Royal Commission. 
The recommendations ot the Royal Com- 
mission in the main are those which my 
hon. friend supported, but it does not 
follow that the part of the Report to 
which he refers or other parts will be so 
closely followed as to do injustice to those 
parts of London to which he alluded as 
he seems to imagine. 

Now it is my 
few words in advising the 


duty to say a 
House: 
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what course they should take upon 
the Bill which is under consideration. 
The hon. Member for Chelsea assured 
the House that he had no desire to delay 
or obstruct the progress of this important 
question. That is the last thing that 
any member of the Government, and 
especially the President of the Local 
Government Board, would be likely to 
desire to do if he could see his way fairly 
and honestly to take any other course. 
Various Committees and Commissions 
have sat upon the question, and they 
have made recommendations which 
varied in some degree. The last recom- 
mendation is to the effect that the con- 
trolling body dealing with the London 
water supply should be representative 
of the area which is to be controlled, 
and that the terms upon which the com- 
panies are to be acquired should be fair 
and reasonable terms, just alike to the 
shareholders of the companies and_ to 
those who will have to pay the cost of 
buying the undertakings. In what way 
does the Bill of the County Council meet 
the first of these recommendations— 
that of a representative body for the 
whole of the area concerned! Clause 
44 of the London County Council Bill 
is a clause which proposes that the autho- 
rity shall be a committee of the London 
County Council, and the Bill also gives 
the County Council a power to co-opt 
members of other representative bodies. 
Can it possibly be said that this is adopting 
the principle laid down in the Report of 
the Royal Commission! The Royal Com- 
mission make it perfectly plain. In 
Clause 140 of their Report they refer to 
the possible effect of the London County 
Council becoming the owners of the 
water supply upon the outside areas, 
and they say, among other things, we 
have come to the conclusion that the 
London County Council should not be 
the purchaser, and they give their reasons 
why ; but those are not the only reasons 
they give, for in another clause there are 
other reasons which point to the same 
conclusion, and they go on to give those 
reasons. Is there any comparison be- 
tween a representative authority ap- 
pointed to represent the whole of what 
we may call Water London and a Com- 
mittee of the London County Council 
with power, if they see fit to do so, 
to appoint outside representatives—a 
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Committee which will be, after these 
outside Members have been co-opted, sub- 
ject to the control of the Council itself! 
Can it be contended that there is any 
comparison whatever between the body 
proposed to be set up by this Bill and 
the body proposed by the Royal Com- 
mission ! The hon. Member for Batter- 
sea may say quite frankly that there is 
no comparison, but that he agrees with 
the policy of the Bill, and does not agree 
with the recommendation of the Royal 
Commission; but that is a reason why 
we find it difticult to justify the sugges- 
tion that this Bill should now be read 
a second time. The differences are not 
mere differences of detail. The hon. 
Member for Battersea said that there 
was no precedent for a Trust, but I am 
not quite sure that the hon. Member 
and the hon. Gentleman who sup- 
ported him are quite right in their views. 
What has been the most recent action 
of Parliament ! Not so very long ago a 
very important water trust was formed in 
the Midlands in order to deal with the 
questions arising between — different 
municipalities for the supply of water, and 
therefore I do not think the non. Gentle- 
man is justified in drawing the com- 
parison in favour of London which he 
has. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: In that case they 


were all municipal bodies. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Moreover, 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Battersea is not only trying to deal with 
what is apparent, but is also dipping 
intothe future. He might be contented to 
deal with that part of the subject with 
which he is thoroughly acquainted, and 
he will allow me to suggest that in at- 
tempting to deal with any future body 
he is dealing with a matter the conditions 
of which must to a large extent be imagi- 
nary. 

Now a great deal has been made in the 
course of this debate of the demands of 
London, but in dealing with this most 
difficult question it seems to me that the 
London County Council have almost 
wilfully ignored the evidence brought 
out before the two Commissions with 
regard to the population of London 
within and London without. As closely 
as they can be arrived at, the figures are 
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these: the population of the administra- 
tive county of London in 1899 was 
4,568,689, and if you add to that the 
increase in population since then to the 
resent day you bring up the total to 
4,658,000. The estimated number of 
persons supplied by the water companies 
throughout what we may call “ Water 
London” is 6,172,326, showing that 
there are no less than 1,513,000 odd 
people outside the administrative county 
of London who are closely concerned 
with the water supply ; so it is not quite 
fair to compare this question with those 
municipal instances given by the hon. 
Gentleman, which refer to entirely dif- 
ferent circumstances ; which refer to 
cases where municipalities having the 
control of their own water supply 
have, because it was advantageous to 
outside populations in their vicinity, 
entered into arrangements under- 
taking to supply them. This is an 
entirely different question, this is a case 
of supplying inside London and outside 
London ; and we are asked to supplant 
the companies by an administrative 
body. If we are going to do this we must 
realise these figures, which are very 
remarkable, but there is an estimate made 
by the Royal Commission which is very 
striking as to the future population to 
be supplied in 1931. The Royal Com- 
mission estimates that the population 
to be supplied in 1931 will be 11,192,000, 
or an increase of 5,000,000 on the present 


number, of which nine-tenths will be 
outside the administrative county of 
London. It is absurd to suggest that 


in setting up a great body to control this 
most difficult question of the water supply 
of this great area that we are to ignore 
altogether not only the million and a 
half who already form part of “ Water 
London.” but who are outside the 
administrative county ; but the evidence 
which shows that the growth in the 
future will be almost exclusively the 
outer parts of London, and that in a 
comparatively short time we shall have 
as great a population outside the ad- 
ministrative county but within “ Water 
London ” as we have in London. Yet 
we are asked deliberately to give the 
whole control to a body representative 


‘of a portion only of the area, and to ex- 


clude from control and administrative 
power and authority in connection with 
the treatment of this important question 
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a probable population as great as the 
figures which I have just given to the 
House indicate. 

I might also quote if the House has 
still any doubt as to the constitution 
of the authority one further paragraph 
from the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission. It is said that the suggestions 
of the Royal Commission are worth- 
less suggestions, and that they cannot 
be given effect to in some respects ; but 
nobody will ever deny or ever has denied 
that the Commission was composed of 
men well fitted for the work which they 
had to perform, and which they did 
perform with great credit to themselves, 
and I think we are bound to give very 
great weight to their recommendations. 
In regard to the question of the authority 
they say that in their opinion the Board 
should be a permanent and not a fluctua- 
ting one, consisting of not more than 
thirty members, selected on account of 
their business capacity and their know- 
ledge of matters connected with water 
supply. The hon. Member for Battersea, 
I am sure, did not intend by his reference 
to the water directors to draw any 
invidious distinction as to the manner 
in which they discharged their duties, 
and the suggestion of the Royal Com- 
mission is one that ought to have met 
with his entire approval. The meaning 
of that suggestion was that the men in 
charge, as they will be. of these responsible 
and difficult duties, should be appointed 
in such a manner that they are not 
liable to be changed from time to time, 
and that they should be selected for 
the experience which they have had or 
ought to have had of a training fitting 
them for this difficult and peculiar work. 
I think that is a part of the Report 
which ought to meet with general appro- 
val, whatever may be thought of the 
claims of the London County Council. 
The Report then goes on to say that this 
Board should be so constituted as not to 
give any preponderance to any of the 
conflicting interests. Is that borne out 
by Clause 24 of the London County Coun- 
cil Bill? It is not a question of pre- 
ponderating influence here, because if the 
proposals of the County Council were to 
pass into law the whole control over the 
water supply of both inner and outer 
London would be handed over to the 
power of the County Council. It is not 
only in connection with the administra- 
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tive part of the proposal that it is obliga- 
tory upon us to criticise this measure ; 
the purchase clause of the Bill is, | 
frankly admit, an improvement upon 
anything that has ever appeared in 
previous Bills, but it is certainly unfortu- 
nate when the London County Council 
made up their minds to improve this 
clause in the way they had done that 
they could not frankly adopt the lan- 
guage of the Report ot the Royal Com- 
mission, because the recommendations 
of the Report with regard to the purchase 
question are very plain, and it is difficult 
for anybody to disagree with them. The 
hon. Member for Battersea quoted from 
the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act. but that has no analogy to the case. 
because the suggestion that was adopted 
in that case was in order to deal with 
owners of property who had abused 
their rights by not dealing with their 
property in the manner in which they 
ought to have done. The gentlemen 
who are to take the place of the water 
companies are to take the place of 
men who have done their business under 
very difficult conditions, and even sup- 
posing that it could be shown that they 
had made mistakes. it would not be 
just to treat them in the same way as 
owners who had deliberately allowed 
their property to fall into decay to the 
injury of the community. The Commis- 
sioners in their Report say 

_ * The companies have upon the whole per- 
formed their duties to the public satisfactorily. 
and most of them have gone through periods 
of stiugele and difficulty during which the 
shareholders ran considerable’ risks and 
received inadequate returns for their money. 
Some have now reached and others are 
approaching a more prosperous condition, by 
the help no doubt of great privileges which 
Parliament has given them. We see nothing 
which leads us to suppose that if these under- 
takings are compulsorily purchased for the 
public advantage, Parliament will sanction 
any exceptional provisions or depart from the 
terms of arbitration usual where the property 
of private persons is taken from them. We 
shall. therefore. assume that if the policy of 
purchase is adopted the price of the under- 
takings will be determined by an arbitration 
conducted on the lines of the Lands Clauses 
Act ; although possibly, in view of the magni- 
tude of the undertakings a different, constitu- 
tion of the tribunal may be adopted. 


From the drawing of the Bill it is obvious 
that the County Council is to be the sole 
authority which in future is to control 
all these matters, and the question which 


Mr. Walter Long. 


‘COMMONS? 


(Purchase) Bill. 1320 


we have to ask ourselves is whether under 
all these circumstances it is possible to 
allow the Second Reading and let the 
Bill go to a Committee. Are we not to 
consider, in the absence of any deelara- 
tion on the part of the promoters of 
their intentions, that when the Bill 
reaches Committee we shall lay ourselves 
open to the inevitable conclusion that the 
House has approved the principle. 

here are other grounds upon which 
this Bill is recommended to the House. 
rhe hon. Member for Battersea said that 
the recent County Council Election 
had settled this question altogether, 
and that there is no doubt that the 
opinion of London had been in favour of 
the London County Council's proposal. 
| have had to follow very closely some ot 
the elections of the London County 
Council, and I certainly do not agree 
with the hon. Member. Among other 
things there was a speech of Lord 
Rosebery’s, a speech made on the 
28th February last. in which he says— 

“What has been the result of the policy of 
the Moderate party? [ am not denouncing 
them. But the policy of that party in support 
of the Government on this questicn of water 
you have at last heard the crowning of it—you 
know the result, the splendid result, of an 
omnipotent Goyernment-—-omnipotent in both 
Houses of Parliament, with its mandate loyally 
and generously renewed by the whole country 

you know the result of their policy with 
revard to water. It is this. The companies 
have enjoined on every householder to put 
down expensive cisterns at his own expense ; 
and at the outery of universal indignation have 
had to withdraw it.” 


It is perfectly true that those 
recommendations were denounced, 
although they were made at the insti- 
gation of the Royal Commission, but 
that does not look as if Lord Rosebery 
was so satisfied with the policy of the 
Water Committee of the London County 
Council, If it were not unduly tres- 
passing upon the patience of the House 
[ might quote to them speeches made 
by hon. Gentlemen with reference to the 
action of the Local Government Board, 
but it is not worth while to go backtothat, 
and while I do not seek to deny the import- 
ance of the County Council election, I 
submit the clear issue of whether the 
water companies should be bought by the 
County Council or by the municipalities 


‘of the whole of the area was obscured 


by the matter of regulations to such a 
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large extent that it cannot be correctly 


stated as having been decided. The 
hon. Member for Battersea relies on 
the position of the London County 


Council as compared with other muni- 
cipal authorities, but that point has 
already been dealt with by another 
hon. Member. In the earlier portion of 
his speech he frankly admitted that the 
question of the control of the water 
supply for London had been taken out 
of the level of the ordinary subjects ; 
that the magnitude of the interests 
involved, and the amount of the capital 


required, had removed it from the posi- | 
tion of an ordinary municipal question, | 
trouble to look into the Report of the 


and, therefore, it would be unfair to say 
more about that than this one word, 
that if the London County Council had 
seen their way to adopt, not every line and 
word, but the general tone, of the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission 
upon this subject this Bill would have 
been received as other municipal mea- 
sures had been, and opposition would 
have disappeared, andbecause the London 
County Council had not seen fit to adopt 
that course they must not cast blame or 
responsibility on this House for opposing 
it. The House must’ have regard for the 
outside areas and therefore we adhere 
to the recommendations of the Royal 
Commission, and not to those of the 
London Connty Council. 

What is the position to which we 
are brought? My hon. friend behind 
me, who seconded the rejection of this 


Bill, referred to the future area, 
and the right hon. Gentleman ‘the 
Member for Monmouth said the whole 
of my hon. friend's speech  con- 


sisted of references to the Government. 


That was not a fair description of his | 
‘hope to bring in the Bill next session. 
} 


argument. He expressed the conviction 
that this matter would be dealt with by 
the Government. I quite agree that a 
complete change has come over public 
opinion in regard to this question, and 
anyone who has studied this question 
as I have will be struck bythe fact that, 
whereas there was a great disagreement 
in the past as to purchase, there is now 
a general agreement as to the necessity 
for purchase, and, roughly speaking, 
as to the scheme or method by which the 
purchase should be carried out ; there is 
also a general agreement that there ought 
not, if it could be avoided, be any further 
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I entirely agree 
with what has fallen from more than one 
hon. Gentleman in this debate, when 
they said it would be impossible for us 


to go on year after year advising 
the House to reject Bills of this 


description, and take no step ourselves. 


[Cries of “ Six years ago.”] Hon. 
Members who talk so glibly of “six 


years ago” forget that the Government 
appointed six years ago a Royal Commis- 
sion, and they are not to be blamed tor 
not legislating while the Commission was 
sitting. Or perhaps they think it would 
be better to legislate first and investigate 
afterwards. Nobody who has taken the 


Royal Commission will deny that it con- 
tains a great deal of new matter, and 
therefore [ say it is not quite reasonable 
to blame us for not having legislated 
before; but as the Government is now 
situated, it is absolutely impossible to 
bring in a Bill this session, because if we 
had intended to legislate we must have 
given notice last November. 

I do not underrate the difficulty for a 
moment of dealing with this problem in « 
satisfactory manner. I have already in- 
formed a deputation that, being unable to 
recommend this Bill, Lam engaged upon 
a measure based upon the recommende- 
tions of the Royal Commission, with an 
administrative body representative of the 
whole area of Water London, with full and 
proper representation to London itselt. 
[ shall spare no effort to make the 
measure a suecess, and to deal in 
a final and reasonable way with the 
water question of London. If I am 
my 
colleagues, which I do not doubt I shall 
be able to do, it will be my object and 


That is the hope I entertain, and I may 
say that I confidently believe that we 
shall be able to settle the question, which 
has been before the inhabitants of London 
too long. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): [think 
all of us welcome the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s acknowledgment that a great 
and complete change has come over this 
question. I am glad that he did not 
associate himself with the complaint 
which was made by one hon. Gentleman 
behind him in respect that the County 





1323 London Water 


to this, which was defeated last year, 
had the presumption again to submit 
that proposal to the House of Commons. 
A great deal has happened since this time 
last year. We have now a new Parlia- 
ment and a new Government—a Govern- 
ment so new that the formal notices in 
connection with purchase could not be 
sent to the water companies in November 
—and, lastly. a new County Council. | 
have listened with interest and amuse- 
ment to the speculations and hypotheses 
put forward from the opposite side of the 
House as to the true inward meaning of 
the recent County Council elections. 
Hon. and right hon. Gentlemen appear to 
be agreed that the election turned, not 
upon the question of purchase, but upon 
certain ill-advised regulations of the 
water companies put forward at the 
eleventh hour. | havein my hand here a 
leaflet. Sometimes leaflets are very use- 
fulthingstoreferto. This was issued for 
the purpose of the election by the London 
Municipal Society, and it is a manifesto, 
or at any rate a summary of arguments 
why the electors should vote for Moder- 
ate candidates. It says- 

“The new regulations proposed by the water 
companies would, if allowed, inflict an unjust 
expense upon the householder, and must be 
strenuously resisted.” 

How are they to be defeated ! 

“ By returning a Conservative majority to 

the London County Council.” 
Then as an illustration of how evil com- 
munications corrupt good manners, I find 
at the end of the leaflet this pregnant 
sentence— 

“Every vote given to the Progressives is a 
vote viven to the water companies.” 
| confess that I am in a state of mental 
ditticulty in this matter. This election 
turned upon the water regulations, but 
the Moderates, as they called themselves, 
if this leaflet is to be believed, were the 
most strenuous opponents of the water 
regulations. So also did the Progres- 
sives profess their opposition. Then 
what was the issue of the elections ? 
The issue was not the water regula- 
tions. on which both sides professed 
to be in agreement, but whether 


tie water companies should or should 
not be purchased by the London County 
Council. [Cries of * No."] I dare say 
thatthere are some hon. Members opposite 


Mr. Asquith, 
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and candidly as I have stated to the elec- 
tors; for while the Progressives were 
talking about water supply, hon. Members 
were talking about the war in South 
Africa. But the electors of London, 
who made so striking a demonstration 
less than a month ago as to their views 
of what municipal Government should be, 
were not thinking of South Africa : 
they were thinking primarily and mainly 
of the water supply. And that I believe 
is the only true and sufficient explanation 
of the enormous majority the Progres- 
sives received. 

What is the question now before 
the House! The real question is— 
shall this matter, which has been de- 
Javed year after year, be again indefi- 
nitely hung up? It is exactly six years 
since the House of Commons, as then 
constituted, passed a Bill similar to the 
present Bill, promoted by the London 
County Council, for the purchase of the 
water companies. That Bill was closely 
investigated by Mr. Plunkett’s Committee, 
and was passed, these two leading prin- 
ciples being expressly aftirmed. First, 
that thecompaniesought to be purchased, 
and by the London County Council ; 
and secondly that, in estimating the 
terms on which the purchase should be 
carried out, the ordinary system prevail- 
ing under the Lands Clauses Valuation 
Act. which gives, as everybody knows, an 
excessive bonus for compulsory —pur- 
chase, ought not to be adopted. But for 
the accident of the dissolution of Parlia- 
ment that Bill would have been passed 
into law, and we should already have 
entered upon the municipal administra 
tion of the water supply of London. 
What has happened in the interval ! 
The right hon. Gentleman tells us by 
way of excuse for the delay that this 
Government, or rather the Government 
before this, appointed a Royal Commis- 
sion, and he asks us in terms of indigna- 
tion how the Government could be ex- 
pected to legislate until they had inquired. 
In the opinion of many of us no inquiry 
was needed at all. The subject had 
been inquired into again and again, and 
all the materials for legislation were 
already in the possession of any Govern- 
ment which chose to make use of them. 
I am rather interested by the attitude 
the right hon. Gentleman has taken 
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up towards Royal Commissions. I won- 
derif theright hon. Gentleman remembers 
how the Government of which he was a 
member passed an Agricultural Rating 
Act which vitally tampered with the 
whole of our system of rating, and then 
appointed a Royal Commission to in- 
quire into the subject of local taxation ! 
The right hon. Gentleman spoke of the 
Report of Lord Llandaff’s Commission as 
if it were an inspired and sacrosanct 
document. We should be very glad if 
the Government would treat with any- 
thing like the same amount of respect 
the Reports of some other Commissions 
appointed by themselves. Less than a 
week ago the Under Secretary for the 
Home Department, whether in his pri- 
vate or official capacity was never ex- 
plained, stated to the House— 


SECRETARY — or 
STATE ror THE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. JEssE CoLuincs, Birming- 
ham. Bordesley): I said distinctly that 
I spoke in my private capacity. 


THe UNDER 


Mr. ASQUITH: We know that one 
member of the Government, in_ his 
private capacity then, treated with very 
scant respect the Report of a Commission 
appointed by his colleagues, none of 
whom had the courage to defend it. 
If the course which the County Council 
propose to take had been sanctioned 
six years ago, how much would have 
been saved! In the interval the com- 
panies have been coming to Parliament 
to obtain fresh capital powers ; and the 
Sterilisation clauses, as they are called, 
to prevent for a term of years any 
increase in the amount to be paid for 
purchase by a public undertaking, have 
heen running out. There have been 
in the interval two periods also, if not 
of panic, of a serious shortage in the 
London water supply. causing great 
inconvenience. I mention these facts 
to show that when we say this is a 
question which should no longer be 
hung up we are not speaking without 
some experience of the evil effects of 
de‘ay in the past. 

As to the terms of purchase, I do, 
not think there is any difference of 
principle whatever. Both Mr. Plun- 
kett's Committee and Lord Llandaff’s , 
Comm'ssion agreed that the ordinary 
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bonus given in an arbitration under 


the Lands Clauses Act ought not 
to be applied in this case. The right 
hon. Gentleman did not tell us that 


when he quoted one passage in this 
Report on this very matter. He quoted 
the authority of the Commission that 
arbitration should take place under 
the Lands Clauses Act and not by the 
special form of arbitration proposed in. 
the Bill. I think it would have been. 
relevant to have added the passage 
which I am now going to quote to the 
House, and which evidently bears out 
what [ have said. I will just quote 
one sentence— 

‘* In the present case it is improper for the: 

arbitrator to give any compensation.” 
This statement thoroughly justifies that 
which is the essence of the clause, namely, 
that the arbitrator, in order to ascertain 
the purchase money, is to inquire into. 
and consider all the circumstances of 
the case, and that no allowance is to 
be made in respect of compulsory pur- 
chase. I think I am justified in saying, 
theretore, that there is no substantial 
difference of principle on both these points 
—the urgency of purchase or the terms 
of purchase. 

I come now to what is really the 
outstanding principle, the one which 
the right hon. Gentleman and_ those 
who supported him think is the question 
—that of the authority. In reference 
to that let me say at the outset, that: 
there is, to my mind, a broad distinction 
between the purchasing authority and 


the management authority. It is not 
in the least degree necessary that: 
the authority which carries out the 


process of purchase, and in whom in 
the first instance the estate of the 
undertakings of the water companies is 
vested, should either immediately or 
for all time to come be the authority 
which should exclusively or without 
extraneous infusion manage the under- 
takings transferred. I do not commit 
myself at this stage of the question 
to a determination of that matter. | 
will consider in a moment the objections 
which have been raised. But let me 
point out first of all that the County 
Council is undoubtedly at this moment 
not only the natural but the only possible: 
purehasing authority.. {Cries of ~ No.” 
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-[ should like to know of any other autho- 
rity now in existence capable of carrying 
out the transaction. The County Council 
contains within the area which it repre- 
sents 75 per cent. of the population 
which consumes the water supplied 
by the companies, and somewhere  be- 
tween 80 and &5 per cent. of the rateable 
value, and this is a most material element, 
because the companies derive their 
revenues upon the rateable value of the 
houses in which the consumers live. 
It cannot be suggested that there is 
any other authority in existence. or 
which could be called into existence, 
which could possibly be put in com- 
petition with the County Council as 
the purchasing authority for these 
undertakings. The right hon. Gentle- 
man gave the House some speculative 
figures as to what is likely to be the 
increase of the population in 1951. 
I am not ina position to check the figures. 
They may be perfectly correct. We 
are not legislating at this moment for 
1931. We are legislating for 1901. 
[" No, no.”] Lam sure that hon. Gentle- 
men will not misunderstand my meaning. 
(ft course we have to look to the future 
as well as to the present ; but the question 
is how best, most promptly. and most 
economically, to transfer these under- 
takings, which everyone says ought to 
be transferred, to a public authority. 
What is the authority to whom they 
ought to be transferred!) What is to 
he their subsequent management ! Above 
all, what are the provisions to be made 
for the distribution of water in the 
metropolitan and the extra-metropolitan 
area thirty years hence, is not a matter 
of urgency, and may be' left to the future. 
The question of purchase, however, 
‘is urgent and ought to be settled at once. 
In making the County Council the 
purchasing authority, admitting at the 
same time that water will have to be sup- 
plied to the outlying areas, we are acting 
strictly according to Parliamentary pre- 
cedent. Over and over again in the 
great municipalities of the country, 
like Manchester, Birmingham, and Glas- 
gow, where the purchasing authority 
is the supplying authority, those outlying 
areas which come within the natural 
district of distribution obtain from the 
central body, either by purchase or in 
‘bulk or by special -arrangement. so 
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‘COMMONS} 


(Purchase) Bill. 


1328 


much supply as is necessary for their 
local purposes. If that has been done 
in the great provincial towns why should 
it not be done in London also? Can 
the Government not trust the body 
which represents the enormous prepon- 
derance of interest which has been speci- 
fied to carry out by proper arrangements 
the distribution of the outlying supply 
to those other districts! [“ No."] Why 
not, unless as the hon. Member for Batter- 
sea has said, there is a dose of original sin 
in the composition of the County Council 
which prevents this House from entrust- 
ing to it powers which it entrusts, without 
reserve or suspicion, to all the other 
municipal bodies ! 

What does the Royal Commission 
propose! It proposes to constitute 
a water board of thirty members, 
in which the County Couneil should 
only be represented by ten members— 
in other words, the body which has three- 
fourths of the population and four-fifths 
of the rateable value is to have one-third 
of the representation on the authority 
to manage the water supply. I do not 
like touse hard languageabout the reeom- 
mendations of a Royal Commission. 
but I think that is a grotesque pro- 
posal, and, as my hon. friend has 
already pointed out, it flies in the 
face of every proposal hitherto made, 
and in particular of the proposal. [ will 
not say of the late Government, but of 
the Government which was in_ oftice 
before the right hon. Gentleman came to 
the Loeal Government Board, and that 
is the dividing line in this matter. It is 
entirely contrary to the proposal of the 
late Government. which was put forward 
by Lord James in 1896. who proposed 
that out of a water board of thirty the 
County Council should have eighteen 
members, on the express ground that 
London had a predominant interest and 
a predominant claim to representation. 
The Royal Commission has told us it 
would not trust those matters to a fluc- 
tuating body. Why not? All our muni- 
cipal corporations are fluctuating ; the 
House of Commons is a fluctuating body, 
and every representative institution in 
the country which is recruited from time 
to time by election is fluctuating. The 
whole advantage which has been found 
by experience in the past from the result 
of transferring large undertakings like 
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gas or water from private or corporate 
inanagement to municipal management 
has consisted in the fact that you have a 
Hiuetuating body, a body of managers re- 
sponsive to the wishes and appreciative 
of the interests of those whom they re- 
present, and who, if they disregard 
those wishes and interests, can be replaced 
by others. [I therefore entirely demur to 
the notion that you are going to take 
away from the directors, for whom we 
have the highest respect, and many of 
whomare most excellent business men, the 
management of those companies to hand 
it over to what apparently is to bea body 
of experts responsible to the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I do not hesitate to say 
that | would rather see the water supply 
of London left in its present position than 
see a solution of it like that ; and I can- 
not express my condemnation of the sug- 
gestion in stronger language than that. 

| think I have satisfactorily shown to 
the House, first of all, that there is uni- 
versal agreement as to the necessity of the 
prompt transfer of the companies to a 
public authority ; secondly. that there is 
no substantial difference of principle as 
to the terms on which the transfer should 
take place: thirdly. that both in the 
nature of the particular case, and on the 
precedents which have been cited to us 
in the Parliamentary procedure of the 
past, the County Council is the natural 
hody. and indeed the necessary body. to 
whom the transfer should be made ; 
fourthly, that the arrangements for the 
management and distribution among the 
various subordinate localities and inte- 
rests is a matter of detail which can be 
arranged ; and, lastly, that it is all-im- 
portant in a matter of this kind that the 
ultimate authority, whether for purchase 
or management, should be exactly what 
the Commission said it should not be-- 


that is. a fluctuating and responsible 
body. If all these propositions are true, 


what is the reason for rejecting the Bill ? 
Why is the Bill not to go before a Com- 
mittee upstairs! I say in the most direct 
and explicit terms possible that, if this 
Bill is rejected, and if its details are not to 
he examined by a Committee, the respon- 
sibility will rest entirely on the shoulders 
of the Government. The Government 
appear to be prepared to accept that 
responsibility. It is through their action 
that this question, which ought to have 
heen settled six vears ago. has been hung 
‘FourTH SERIES. | 
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up until to-day. They have had in their 
hands the Report of this very Commission, 
which has been the pretext for delay for 
fifteen months. and up to this moment 
we have only vague assurances that 
twelve months hence the House may be 
in possession of their proposals. In the 
meantime London is to wait : anda ques- 
tion on the solution of which the health 
and comfort of six millions of people 
depend, and which is one of the most 
vital of social and economic wants, is to 
remain in its present highly unsatisfac- 
tory state. If hon. Members opposite 
oppose the motion they will associate 
themselves in a responsibility which at 
present rests on the shoulders of the 
Government. 


*Mr. HARRY SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Limehouse) said he had the honour 
of representing a constituency which had 
had a great deal of experience upon this 
water question. He ventured to say 
that the ideas put forward by the hon. 
Member for Battersea in regard to the 
defeat of the Moderates at the last County 
Council Election were somewhat errone- 
ous. If it were true that London suffered 
so much from this want of water, in what 
part would it have been felt more than 
in the East End and in the Tower 
Hamlets!) What was their answer to 
this question! Why. it was the only 
part of London where the Conservatives 
won two seats at the County Council 
Election. They had been told that if 
this matter was not settled to-day the 
onus would fall upon His Majesty's 
Government. He had never expressed 
or felt any affection for the water com- 
panies, and he did not think they had 
carried out their duties as well as they 
might have done. for they had inflicted 
considerable hardship upon the water 
consumers of London. The people of 
London had been forced by the Radical 
party to wait twenty-one years for 
a solution of this question, and he thought 
they would be willing to wait one year 
more in order to have it carried out on 
a sound and proper basis. He did not 
think East London had much trust in 
the London County Council upon this 
water question. The East London Water 
Company came down to this House 
and asked for additional storage powers, 
and they told the House that unless they 
got those powers they could not be relied 
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upon to give a proper water supply. 
What was the result ? At the initiative 
of the Radical members of the London 
County Council that Bill was thrown 
out and that action ultimately resulted 
in the serious water famine in the East 
End of London. He welcomed the 
declaration which had been made by the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, for he recognised in it the absolute 
determination of the Government to 
pass a Bill next session which would 
once and for all settle this question upon 
a sound commercial basis. If the London 
County Council had really cared to settle 
this question they could have done it 
in this Parliament by bringing in 
a perfectly straightforward and honest 
Bill carrying out the wishes of the Royal 
Commission, and constituting a water 
authority which would be representative 
not only of London but of all the outside 
areas concerned. It was now twenty-one 
years since Mr. Cross’s Bill wasbroughtin, 
and the ratepayers of London were en- 
titled to say that whatever extra amount 
beyond £33.000,000 had to be paid for 
these undertakings the Radical party 
were responsible for. In supporting 
the Government upon this question he 
contended that he was carrying out the 
wishes of his constituents. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that when 
he looked into the history of this and the 
last Government he had the greatest 
possible difticulty in believing that any- 
thing was intended in regard to this 
question but delay. On the 22nd of 
February, 1895, a Bill to purchase the 
London water companies passed its 
Second Reading. In 1896, after the 
(seneral Election, that suspended Bill was 
reintroduced, but the House threw it 
out because the Government promised to 
bring in a Bill the next year. He 
thought Lord James's Bill was a measure 
which was never intended to pass. It was 
a pure abortion, and the history of this 
question suggested to him that it would 
be in the same position next year. The 
Duke of Richmond's Commission in 1869 
unanimously recommended that the 


control of the water supply should be 
under public authorities. 

The hon. Member for Uxbridge had 
stated that there was no mandate at 
the last County Council Eleetion for the 


Mr, Harry Samuel. 
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purchase of the water companies. Ile 
quoted from a leaflet issued by a joint 
committee of the London Municipal 
Society and the metropolitan division 
of the National Union of Conservative 
Associations. This leaflet set forth that 
* the Conservative policy is purchase and 
management of the supply by a single 
public authority,”’ and called upon the 
members to vote for the Conservative 
candidate. There was nothing in that 
about the water regulations, for it was 
a specific request to vote for the Con- 


servative candidates in order to secure: 


purchase and management of the water 
supply by a single public authority. 
But why should they wait until 1902 
for the settlement ? He believed that 
the intention of the opponents of this 
measure was to secure delay which would 
make matters worse for the ratepayers 
and better for the water company 
shareholders. The County Council had 
substantially modified its purchase clause, 


and the only outstanding question was,. 


who should buy the water companies out 
and control the future supply. The 
Government, he understood. had eom- 
mitted itself in general terms to the pro- 
posal of the Royal Commission—namely, 
that there should be a composite trust of 
thirty persons, ten from the London 
County Council, twelve from neigh- 
bouring county councils, four from the 
Thames Conservaney, two from the 


Lee Conservancy, and two from the Local. 


Government Board. From the point 
of view of population London ought to 
have twenty-one 
from the point of view of rateable value 
London was entitled to twenty-three 
members of that Board, or at least three- 
fourths. He emphatically asserted that 
that was not a scheme for the representa- 
tion of the ratepayers, and he could not 
understand how anyone could seriously 
propose to give rating powers to a body 
so constituted. 

In regard to. the outside towns. he 
sympathised with the desire to give them 
some representation. He had. however. 
written to many large provincial corpora- 
, tions, and he found that in no single 
case where they sold water to an urban 
or rural district did they permit them to 
‘have any representation on the water 
,authority. Cardiff and Glasgow sold 


‘water to. outside municipal areas, and. 


representatives. and. 
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permitted no representation. 
ford Corporation supplied water to 
231,000 inside its area and 205,000 
outside, and those outside had no repre- 
sentation. In Bolton they had 120,000 
persons inside the area and 130,000 
outside, and yet those people outside 
were not permitted to have any repre- 
sentation. 
charge them a higher rate instead of 
giving them representation. He was 
rather glad to see this tender solicitude 
for the recommendations of the Royal 
Commissions. The problem was one of 
extreme urgency, and the Bill before the 
House would give them at least twelve 
months start. The Government policy 
was one of delay, and as a London 
Member he emphatically protested 
against that policy, because it meant 
more East End water famines and heavier 
financial burdens upon the ratepayers. 
Every five years delay meant that the 
ratepayers would have to pay £2,000,000 
more, and they could scarcely expect the 
promised Government measure to come 
into operation before the 1906 valuation. 
If the Bill of 1895 had passed, London 
ratepayers would have been saved 
£2,000,000. Last Wednesday the Under 
Secretary for the Home Department 
volunteered the statement that he had 
but a poor opinion of the Londoner. 
He did not know whether that arose 
from the fact that out of the sixty-two 
hon. Members representing London fifty 
of them sat on the Ministerial side. If 
the Government assisted to wreck the 
Second Reading of this Bill he felt sure 
that Londoners would give the right hon. 
Gentleman good reason to alter his 
opinion of them at the next election. As 
a mere Radical partisan he might view 
with equanimity the throwing out of 
this Bill if the issues were not so serious. 
The issues involved were the health and 
the comfort of millions of people, and he 
appealed to the House and to the Govern- 
ment to give the Bill a Second Reading. 


Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.) said that 
as one of the two Members of the London 
County Council who sat on the Minis- 
terial Benches, and as one of the few 
remnants of the Moderate party which 
was left on the shore at the last election, 
he thought he was entitled to say some- 
thing in regard to the mandate which 
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had been spoken of, and in reference to 
the causes of the great Progressive 
majority. Before this election came on 
the party opposite were very melancholy, 
but at the last moment those water regu- 
lations came upon them and wrecked the 
Moderate chances entirely. It was very 
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;easy to put various interpretations on 


that mandate. So far as the ordinary 
ratepayers of London were concerned, 
all they wanted was plenty of water at 
as cheap a rate as possible, and if they 
got this they did not care twopence what 
the authority was. The electors had 
been persuaded by a number of in- 
genious persons that the only way to 
achieve this was to purchase the water 
companies, and that the purchasing 
body should be the London County 
Council. He wished to be perfectly fair 
to the water companies, but anything 
more inept, more fatuous than their 
bringing out their regulations within a 
fortnight of the County Council election 
the tongue of man could hardly de- 
scribe. 


CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, W.) : 
It was not we who fixed the date for 
bringing out the regulations. 


SEVERAL Hon. MEmBers : Who do you 
mean by “ we” ? 


CoLoNEL LOCKWOOD: I am a water 
company director. 


Mr. PEEL said he would accept the 
statement of his hon. and gallant friend, 
but he hoped the engineering of the 
water companies would turn out better 
than their electioneering. In regard to 
Manchester, it was true that they sup- 
plied water in bulk to twenty-four town- 
ships outside their area, but the difference 
between the case of Manchester and 
London was that the districts outside 
London did not want to be supplied in 
that way, and they wanted representa- 
If the persons 
to be supplied lived within the area, then 
the London County Council ought to 
control that supply. The outside dis- 
trict around London desired representa- 
tion, and that being so, they were com- 
pelled to ask for an authority which was 
somewhat wider than the London County 
Council. He hoped the offer of the 
President of the Local Government 
Board in regard to this matter was not a 
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hypothetical one, but that it was one 
which he would be able to carry out next 
session. In regard to the suggestion 
made by the Royal Commission, he was 
of the opinion that London must have a 
far larger representation than ten. As 
one engaged in administrative work in 
the County of London, for many reasons 
he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would bring in legislation next year 
which would solve this problem. 


Sir JAMES KITSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Colne Valley) said he was a Mem- 
ber of the Committee which considered 
the County Council Bill in 1885, and 
he wished to say a word or two upon this 
measure. He wished to express his 
sorrow for London having now to bear 
the excessive charge caused by the delay 
since 1895, and the argument of delay 
now put forward was intended to secure 
for the companies an additional value. 
From the point of view of the local 
authority owning its own water supply. 
the whole of the points which had been 
raised by the President of the Local 
(rovernment Board were dealt with in 
the city of Leeds. The City Corporation 
of Leeds supplied outside authorities 
with water in bulk, and they had no 
representation on the Water Committee. 
Politics did not enter into the question 
of water supply in Leeds, for there both 
Liberals and Conservatives joined in 
promoting any legislation or expenditure 
which would secure a pure and ample 
water supply. Leeds was in the first 
instance supplied by a private water 
company, but it was bought by the City 
Corporation, and they had since spent 
over £2.000.000 in securing a water 
supply from the moorlands around 
Harrogate. The result of that expendi- 
ture was that the city of Leeds now had 
a revenue of £128,000 a year from its 
water supply; the expenditure was 
£28,000, interest £60,000 on the two 
millions, which left a profit of £40,000 a 
vear, which was devoted to the repayment 
of the capital. The consequence was 
that this great local authority, which 
now owned its own water supply, was 
enabled to come to Parliament to ask for 
powers which a company could not 
acquire. A company for private gain 


would not be permitted to do what Leeds 
had done, for it obtained two sessions ago 
power to buy the whole of the lands 


Mr. Peel. 
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| within its water areas. ‘The consequence 
was that it was able to protect the health 
of the inhabitants of the city by having 
a proper system of drainage. He sup- 
ported the Second Reading of this Bill, 
because he believed it was in the interests 
of a great population which was now 
placed in a very inferior position to the 
great cities of the north of England. 


Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.) said it had 
been stated that the London ratepayers 
were strongly in favour of this Bill. He 
would have been very much surprised 
to hear that they were not in favour of 
it, because it would be an admirable 
bargain for London at the cost of the 
inhabitants of Greater London. In West 
Ham they looked upon it as a measure 
to destroy eight monopolies and to set 
up one greater monopoly. Under this 
Bill 320,000 people in West Ham, with- 
out any voice in the management of this 
great concern, would be compelled to 
take their water upon whatever terms 
the London County Council éared to dic- 
tate. London was to reap a large profit 
out of this undertaking, but at whose 
cost 2? It was to be accomplished at the 
cost of those consumers in the outside 
areas. He welcomed the assurance 
that had been given by the President 
of the Local Government Board. 
and he should vote against the Bill 
on the clear understanding that next 
session the Government would pass 
through Parliament a measure for 
dealing with the water supply of greater 
London. He should vote against the 
Bill under the clear belief that next 
session they would have a measure 
dealing with this question and providing 
a water board upon which the outer 
districts would have equal representation. 


Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W-.R., 
Rotherham) remarked that this was a 
measure which he should have the 
greatest pleasure in voting for. He was 
surprised at the attitude taken up by 
the Member for South Manchester, for if 
he consulted his own constituents in the 
city of Manchester he would find that 
there the principle of this Bill had been 
carried out with great success. In 
the great city of Manchester, under the 
management of the council, the water 
supply was better in quality and quan- 
tity and cheaper than it had ever been 
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before. To those familiar with the work- , 
ing of provincial councils it did seem 
strange that the London County Council, 
which was the greatest council of them 
all, should be kept in apron strings to a 
degree which was unknown in any other 
part of the country. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 
before the debate closed he wished to 
point out that upon this question they 
were having one of the most shocking 
examples of the mismanagement of 
public business that they had ever ex- 
perienced. Instead of allowing the ques- 
tion to be dealt with by this Bill the 
Government had given a clumsy promise 
that they would take the question up 
next year. There could be no serious 
intention on the part of the Government 
of fulfilling that promise, and no doubt 
the farce of 1896 would be reacted. It 
had been stated that by introducing 
this Bill the promoters were wasting 
the time of the House, but they had just 
got a promise from the Government that 
they would do all they could to waste 
more time in connection with this subject 
next year. The hon. Member for Chelsea 
had made a most candid speech, and he 
had stated that he and those who acted 
with him were in favour more of private 
enterprise than public control. There 
seemed to be a sort of conspiracy amongst 
those in favour of private enterprise to 
defeat this great public Bill. The water 
directors would no doubt defeat this 
Bill, as they defeated the Bill of 1895. 
One party would be shepherded into 
one lobby by the directors and share- 
holders of these companies, while the 
other party would bring their friends and 
supporters into the other lobby, where 
their votes would be given in the public | 
interest rather than in that of private | 
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enterprise. This was a gigantic question. 
They. in London, did not enjoy one of 
the franchises which were the possession 
of the people in the majority of the other 
towns and cities in the kingdom — 
water, gas. telephones, means of com- 
munication, ete. Everything in London 
was in the hands of the private monopo- 
lists. There was no subject on which 
there was such keen feeling on the part 
of the people of London; and it was 
these old companies that made London 
life almost intolerable. [Cries of 
“ Divide’ and laughter.} Hon. Mem- 
bers might smile at his attempts to 
interest the House on this question, but 
if the House would not be interested, the 
people of London outside were extremely 
interested, and thought the time had 
come when the reign of the monopolists 
should be put an end to. He had read a 
most interesting note in The Times the 
day before. It was a little quotation 
from the proceedings of the House of 
Commons on 25th March, 1801, and was 
as follows—“If any more Jobs are 
attempted to be forced through the 
House of Commons an hon. Gentleman 
intends to move that they be referred to 
the Committee on the NSearcity.”” He 
could not but think that when the 
editor of The Times saw the Water Bill 
on the Order-book for that day, he had 
inserted that note as a hint in regard to 


‘their proceedings. [Cries of * Divide.”’| 


In conclusion, he did not think he asked 
too much when he expressed a hope that 
no director or shareholder, or any one 
who had got a personal interest in these 
water companies, would take any part 
in the division. 


Question put. 


The House divided:— Ayes, 176 ; Noes, 
253. (Division List No. 106.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Win. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 


Brigg, John 


Brown, Geo. M. 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. 
Burt, Thomas 


Caldwell, James 





sroadhurst, Henry 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 


Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 


Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carm:urthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 


(Edinburgh) 


James 
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Dufty, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Eaward 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


| 
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Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 


| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 





Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon.Sir William | 
Hardie,J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil | 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. ) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Angustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A..J.( Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon G.W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach,Rt. Hon. W.W.B.( Hants 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horece Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. L, (Carmarthen) 
Morgan, E. J. C. )Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


| 
| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) | 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 
| 
| 


O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
C’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John | 
O'Kelly, Jas.(Roscommon,N.) | 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 
Pemberton, John S. G. 


' Philipps, John Wynford 


Pickard, Beiijamin 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. | 
tedmond, JohnE.(Waterford) | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
NOES. 
Blundell, Col. Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Midd’x) | 
drassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
grown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm 
Chamberlain, Austen (Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings. Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
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Reid,SirR. Threshie( Dumfries 
Rokertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott,iChas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R(Nortlnts 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merth’r 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thompson, E.C.(Monaghan,N 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath,North) 
Whiteley,George( York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Fred. W.(Norfolk,Mid 
Wilson. Henry J.( York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wodehouse, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Yoxall, James Henry 


(Purchase) Bill. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. John Burns and Mr. 
Holland. 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies, Sir HoratioD(Chatham 
Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’mets,S.Geo 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCock field 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
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Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Maj Ev ans-(TrH’mlets | 

Gore, Hon. F. 8. Osmsby- 

Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, E rnest (West Ham) 
Azreene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds | 
Avreene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) | 
Grenfell, William Henry 

Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
4aroves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Mid’x | 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashfrd | 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris. F. Lever ton(T ynemo th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, James(Statfords. N. W.) | 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotter | 
Higginbottom, Ss. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampste’d | | 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F(Shettield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir W illiam Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,CaptJ(Kent, Faversh. 
Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb,Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo. T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.( (Salop. 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

L ambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 


Words added :— 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 


agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. 


METROPOLITAN WATER 


(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) 


(By ORDER.) 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PROVISIONAL 
2). ee 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING 


ORDERS (No. 


Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
rders made by the Board of Trade 


COMPANIES 


{26 Marcu 1901} 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter( Bristol,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Lowther,.RtHnJ W(Cum. Penr. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David - erpool) 
Maconochie, A. 


M‘Iver,Sir Lew inl edinburgh W 
M‘ Killop, James(Stirlingshire) | 
| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
| Scott, Sir S. (Maxylobone, W.) 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm. Ian 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,HnW.F. 


Maxwell, W.J.H.(Duinfriessh. | 

| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
ee | 

| Stanley, Lord Priekont 

| Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 

| Stroyan, John 


Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Montagu,)G. (Huntingdon) 


Montagu, Hon.J.Scott/ Hants) | 


Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, David 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford) 
Mount, William Aithur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 


Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 


Peel,Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley | 


Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
P lummer, “Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 





.(Walthamstw | 
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Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliffe, R. F 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 

Renwick, George 

Ridley, ‘Hn. M.W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(Bethna Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, H. (Hackney) 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, HC( North’ mb,Tyneside 
Smith, James P. = 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. 5.G.(Oxford U. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vineent,Col.Sir.C.E. H (Shefld 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
| Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Wason,John Catheart(Orkney 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
W harton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 


| Wilson, A. S. (Yorks, E.R.) 


Wilson, John (F ‘alkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

WwW ortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
W rightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Frederick Dixon-Hart- 
land and Mr. Whitmore. 


under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 


Briton 


and 1888, relating to Abertillery, Aspull, 
Ferry, 


Cannock, Ebbw Vale, 


Faversham, Llandaff, and Dinas Powis, 


BILL. 


Llangollen, Neath (Borough), and Trede- 
gar, ‘ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Gerald Balfour and Mr. 


y ere Cham- 


berlain. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


confirm 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 


certain Provisional 
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and 1888, relating to Abertillery, Aspuil, 
Briton Ferry, Cannock, Ebbw Vale, 
Faversham, Llandaff and Dinas Powis, 
Liangollen, Neath (Borough), and ‘Trede- 
gar,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be referred to the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 120.] 


‘COM 


LIGHTING 
ORDERS (No. 3). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Birstall, Cheshunt, 
Dorchester, Felling. Frome, Lichfield, 
Miteham, New Hunstanton, Northfleet, 
and Skipton, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain. 


ELECTRIC 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Birstall, Cheshunt, 
Dorchester, Felling, Frome, Lichfield, 
Mitcham, New Hunstanton, Northfleet, 
and Skipton.”’ presented, and read the 
first time; to be referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 121.| 


ELECTRIC 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4). 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Atherton, Ben- 
well and Fenham, Beverley, Burgess 
Hill, Chesham, East Cowes, Hindley, 
Honley, Standish-with-Langtree, and 
Stratford-upon-Avon, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


ELECTRIC 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Atherton, Ben- 
well, and Fenham, Beverley, Burgess 
Hill, Chesham, East Cowes, Hindley, 
Honley, Standish-with-Langtree, and 
Stratford-upon-Avon,” presented, and 


read the first time; to be referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. 


[Bill 122.] 


PROVISION AL 
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Business. 


MONS} 
f MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
j 7 2 
London Underground Railways.— 
That they have appointed a Committee 
of Five Lords to join with a Committee 
of this House to consider and report :— 


1, Whether the lines of route for 
underground railways in and near 
London, proposed by Bills which 
have been or may be introduced 
during the present Session, are 
best calculated to afford facilities 
for present and probable future 
traftic ; and, if not, what modi- 
fications of those lines of route 
are desirable ; 

2. What special provision, if any, 
should be made for the protection 
of the owners, lessees, and occu 
piers of properties adjacent to 
underground railways from pos 
sible damage and annoyance ; 

3. What special terms and conditions, 
if any, as to construction and 
working should ‘be imposed upon 
the promoters : ; 

4. Whether any, and which, of the 
schemes proposed by the said 
Bills should not be proceeded with 
during the present session ; 

and request this House to appoint an 
equal number of its Members to be 
joined with the said Lords. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to enable Henry Diaper and 
Company of Liverpool to issue transfer- 
able certificates and warrants for the 
delivery of goods; and for other pur- 
poses.” Henry Diaper and Company 
(Delivery Warrants) Bill [Lords]. 


HENRY DIAPER AND COMPANY 
DELIVERY WARRANTS) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time: and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, Etc.) BILL {Lords}. 

Copy ordered, “ of the Report of the 
Board of Trade on the Bristol Corpora- 
tion (Docks and Railways, ete.) Bill 
[Lords]."—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 

RAILWAY BILL. 

Copy ordered, “ of the Report of the 
Board of Trade on the Glasgow and 
South Western Railway  Bill.’—(Jr. 
_ Gerald Balfour.) 
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NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Copy ordered, “ of the Report of the 
Board of Trade on the North Eastern 
tailway Bill.’—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
OKDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of 
stating the nature of the Proposals 
contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 1) Bill. ”—(Vr. 
(rerald Balfour.) 


Memorandum 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 

1. “ That, in the case of the Kings- 
court, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill, 
Petition of the * Meath County Council ’ 
for dispensing with Standing Order 129 
in the case of their Petition against the 
sill, the said Standing Order ought to be 
dispensed with.” 

2. “ That, in the case of the Biggles- 
wade Water Board, Petition for leave to 
deposit a Petition for Bill, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to deposit 
their Petition for a Bill.” 

3.“ That, in the case of the Watford 
and District Tramways Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill, provided that 
Tramway No. 7, and so much of Tramway 
ways Nos. 1, 10, and Il as are within 
the district of the Watford Rural District 
Council be struck out of the Bill :—That 
the Committee on the Bill do report how 
far such Order has been complied with.” 

4. * That, in the case of the Wales and 
Laughton Railway, Petition for leave to 
deposit a Petition for Bill, the Standing 
Orders ought not to be dispensed with.” 

5. “ That, in the case of the Shannon 
Water and Electric Power Bill, Petition 
of ‘Robert John Quaile and Augusta 
Anderson ’ for dispensing with Standing 
Order 129 in the case of their Petition 
against the Bill, the said Standing Order 
ought not to be dispensed with.” 


Virst Three Resolutions agreed to. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


{26 Marcu 1901} 
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LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
HARTLEPOOLS GAS AND WATER 
TRANSFER BILL. 

Reported [Preamble not proved]; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 
Petition from Fife, against re-enact- 

ment ; to lie upon the Table. 


BEER BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Ingleby 
Greenhow ; Darlington; Cowbridge ; 
Ramsholt ; Neyland; Milford; Acton ; 
Haverfordwest ; Tenby ; Saundersfoot ; 
Fishguard ; Penally ; Blymhill; Brigg ; 
Sudbury; Milborne St. Andrews ; 
Dullingham; and Narberth; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 
Petition from Frodsham, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon th: Table. 


COAL MINES (EMPLOYMENT) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Leven; 
Denby ; Greasborough ; Markham Col- 
liery ; Primrose Main; Barnsley Main ; 
Hickleton; Kilburn; Redding; B. 
Winning ; Cliff ; Moresby ; Harrington ; 
Fords Colliery ; Skelton Park ; Kilton ; 
Lazenby ; and Eston; to lie upon the 
Table. 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS BILL. 
Petition from Fife, in favour, to lie 
upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petitions for alteration of Law, from 

Mexborough; Horwich; and Tyne- 

mouth ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Peterborough, against : 
to lie upon the Table. 
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MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. more; Grangemouth ; Laurence Kirk ; 

Petitions in favour, from Leven; Dundonald; Melrose; and Berwick-upon- 
Denby; Markham Colliery; Greas- Tweed ; to lie upon the Table. 


borough; B. Winning; Kilton; Cliff ; 
Barnsley ; Primrose Main; Hickleton; 
Kilburn; Redding; Eston; Lazenby ; 
Skelton Park; Harrington; Moresby ; 
and Ford’s Colliery ; to lie upon the Table. 
OFFICERS OF THE 
CORPS. 

Petitions for redress of grievances, 
from Alexander Lee ; 


Finch ; to lie upon the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE, 
Petition from Aberystwyth, for ex- 
tension to women : to lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Holt ; and 
Melton Constable ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUORS 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from West Thorney; 
Amlweh ; Penyfarnedd; Holyhead ; 
Llangefni ; Llantairpwllgwyagyll ; Beau- 
maris ; Bodedern ; Menai Bridge ; Llan- 
degfan; Linlithgowshire; Hull (two) ; 
Aspull; Sneinton; Shipley; Kidder 
minster; Lancaster; Christchurch ; 
Boscombe ; Liverpool; Arundel ; Saffron 
Walden; Fenton (two); Blackburn 


(two); Brynamman; Gwynfe; Llan- 
gadock; Blackheath; Penygroes; Felm- 


foel ; Hunslet ; Shipley ; Wigan ; Porth- 


leven; Goxhill: Prestwich; Berwick- 
upon-Tweed;  Brysley; Barnoldby ; 
Ashby; — Stallingborough ; Bristol ; 


Old Bolingbroke ; Heanor (two) ; Lang- 
fey Mill; Riddings; Codnor (four) ; 
Penryn; Pendleton; Retford; Sandown; 
Long Eaton; Marlpool;  <Ancoats ; 
London; Chester: Newport Pagnell ; 
Doneaster ; Scunthorpe; Macclesfield ; 
South Ferriby ; and Wolverton ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour. from Finstown : 
Kirknewton (two); Whitburn; Edin- 
burgh ; Leith (two) ; Nesting (two) ; Pais- 
ley; St. Monance; Bathgate; Fauld- 


house ; Cullen (two); Barrhead ; Newton- 


INDIAN STAFF | 


A. Skeen; H. L. | 
Richardson; M. E. L. Bruce; and Colin 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 
Petition from Leven, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 
Copy presented, of Annual Reports 
of Proceedings under the Diseases of 
Animals Acts, ete., the Markets and 
Fairs (Weighing of Cattle) Acts, for the 
year 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MINES AND QUARRIES. 

Copy presented, of Reports of His 
Majesty's Inspectors of Mines for the 
year 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MEDICAL COUNCILS. 

Accounts presented, for 1900 of the 
General Medical Council and Branch 
Councils, and of the Dental Registration 
Fund [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 TO 1899 

(RULES FOR RETREATS). 

Copy presented, of Rules for Retreats 


‘licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 


to 1899, dated 28th February, 1901, 
approved by the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, in substitution 
for the Rules dated 18th October, 1900 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 99.] 
LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council 
of 9th March, 1901, further postponing 
the operation of the Land Transfer Order 
in Council of 18th July, 1898, as regards 
the City of London, until the Ist January, 
1902 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


SPRING ASSIZES ACT, 1879. 
Copies presented, of Two Orders in 
Council of 9th March, 1901, relating to 
Spring Assize Counties, Nos. 2 and 3 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 
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ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY. 


Return ordered, “ giving populations 
of the cities of Belfast, Londonderry, 
Cork, Waterford, and Limerick ; number 
of permanent police force in each city ; 
number of free constables allowed to 
each city ; number of constables paid for 
by each city ; amount paid by each of said 
cities during past year for extra police 
at exceptional periods during the year ; 
amount paid by each of said cities for the 
ordinary police force last year.”—(Mr. 
“ Doherty.) 


(Questions. 


QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —THE 
LINDLEY SURRENDER. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state who are the persons who raised 
the white flags named in the inquiry into 
the case of Colonel Spragge. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I think, perhaps, the House will 
excuse my giving the names, especially as 
in one case, owing to the person affected 
being wounded, there has been a delay 
in hearing his explanation. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether any 
proceedings have been taken against 
them or any punishment inflicted ? 

Mr. BRODRICK: 
were taken. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): Has any punishment been 
inflicted ? 


Yes, proceedings 


[No answer was given. ] 


FINANCIAL CONDITION OF ANNEXED 
REPUBLICS—BEEWAARPLAATZEN. 
Mr. M‘DERMOTT (Kilkenny, N.): I 

beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 

Colonies whether he has yet received 

a report from Sir David Barbour on the 

financial condition of the Transvaal and 

of the Orange River Colony ; and, if so, 
whether it includes an estimate of the 
value of the Beewaarplaatzen ; whether 

His Majesty's Government are aware 

that the Government of the late South 
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African Republic has decided to sell the 
mining rights in this property by public 
auction, the proceeds to be applied to the 
general revenue of the Republic: and 
whether His Majesty's Government in- 
tend to dispose of those rights by a 
similar process or by allowing the present 
mine owners to acquire them at a valua- 
tion. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Sir David Barbour 
has not yet completed his investigation, 
and until he has done so I cannot publish 
any communication from him. He has 
been specially asked to report on the 
subject of the Beewaarplaatzen. 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH 
GENERAL BOTHA. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he expects that his or any other 
Government Department will receive 
from Lord Kitchener a written Report of 
his Lordships conversation with General 
Botha upon 28th ultimo ; and whether 
this Report, with any observations or 
recommendation which may accompany 
it, will be published in its ent’rety as 
soon as received, even although the 
House shou!d not be then in session. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I hope to receive a 
despatch from Lord Kitchener, and will 
immediately on its receipt consider as to 
its publication. It is not customary to 
give a pledge in advance as to despatches 
not yet received. 


CAPE FIELD ARTILLERY VOLUN- 
TEERS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for Wa 
whether any arrangements have ye 
been made to relieve the Cape Field 


: Artillery Volunteers, who have been on 


active service in South Africa since the 
commencement of the war. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STantey, Lan- 
eashire, Westhoughton): The arrange- 
ments relating to the Cape Field Artillery 
Volunteers are made by the Cape Govern- 
ment. I am not therefore in a position to 
reply to the hon. Member. 





1351 
ALLEGED BRITISH ARMY ENLIST- 
MENTS IN SILESIA. 

Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State tor War 
whether he has any official informa- 
tion to the effect that in the early days of 
this month the police commissioner of 
Zittau, in Saxony, warned the public 
against attempts made by two English 
agents to enlist recruits in Silesia for the 
English Army in the Transvaal and re- 
quested that immediate notice of their 
appearance in any district should be 
given at the nearest police station; and 
that 650 young men, who had been en- 
listed for the English Army. and were on 
their way from Southern Italy to Ant- 
werp and Liverpool, were stopped by the 
authorities at the Milan Railway Station. 


Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir. 


Questions. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY ‘TRAINING. 

Captain BAGOT (Westmoreland, 
Kendal): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can state what is the 
tota number of officers and men of 
the Imperial Yeomanry sent to South 
Africa, and what is the number of 
officers and men out of that total! who 
had received one or more trainings with 
a Yeomanry regiment before joining the 
Imperia! Yeomanry ; and whether the 
Colonial mounted contingents are trained 
as mounted infantry or as cavalry before 
leaving the co!onies. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 10,717 officers and 
men were despatched with the original 
force and 13,702 have been already sent 
of the force recent y raised. It is not 
possib e to give the informat on required 
by the second portion of the question, 
but I will inquire if the Yeomanry regi- 
ments can furnish it. It is not possible 
to say with accuracy how the Colonial 


contingents were trained, but I believe. 


there was no general training in cavalry 
tactics. 
YEOMANRY ESTABLISHMENT. 
Captain BAGOT: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War, in the 
event of it being found impossible to 


bring an existing regiment of Yeomanry , 


up to the required strength of four 
squadrons and 500 men, will any such 
regiment be disbanded, or will local 
circumstances be taken into consider- 


ation and any exceptions made. 


{COMMONS} 


1352 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: A_ regiment oc: 
Yeomanry will be liable to be disbandeu 
if t falls below 420, and a squadron if it 
‘alls below 100. The question of enforcing 
the liability will rest with the War Office, 
and local circumstances will certainly be 
taken into consideration. 


RESERVE OF OFFICERS. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, with 
reference to the position of officers of the 
reserve of officers who were called out 
to serve with Reserve regiments in June 
last, whether some of such officers were 
informed that on the Reserve regiments 
being broken up and Provisional regi- 
ments formed in their places their ser- 
vices would no longer be required, and 
that this would come into force on the 
7th of March, but that instead of this 
taking place, some of these officers have 
now been required to continue their ser- 
vice with the Provisional regiment and 
others with Regular regiments; and 
whether such action is in keeping with 
the promises made to these officers and 
with statements made in this House as to 
the intentions of the War Office, and 
what is intended to be done as to retain- 
ing these officers. 


Lorp STANLEY : The General Officer 
commanding a district in Ireland allowed 
certain officers of the Reserve to go on 
leave pending their release from service. 
Circumstances have, however, rendered 
it impossible to spare these officers, and 
it has been found necessary to recall them. 
No promises have been made from head- 
quarters to these officers. but there is 
every intention to allow them to return 
to civil life as soon as the emergency will 
permit. 


REGIMENTAL ACCOUNT-KEEPING. 

*Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in his new scheme of Army 
reform, he will include a provision to 


‘relieve squadron and company officers 


from the responsibility of their accounts, 
and revert to the old system of regi- 
mental paymasters. 


Lorp STANLEY: The old system of 
regimental paymasters in no way re 
lieved officers commanding companies 
and squadrons from the responsibility of 
their accounts. There is no intention of 
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Questions. 


reverting to the system of regimental 
paymasters. The question whether any 
alteration should be made to meet the 
difficulties connected with the payment 
of soldiers on active service is now re- 
ceiving consideration. 


ROYAL MILITARY ACADEMY, WOOL- 
WICH—ST. PATRICK'S DAY. 

CAPTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that at the church 
parade on St. Patrick’s Day at the Royal 
Military Academy, Woolwich, the ofticer 
in command ordered all the cadets wear- 
ing shamrock to remove it ; and can he 
explain why the cadets at the Royal Mili- 
tary Academy are specially exempted 
from the permission accorded generally 
to the Army by the late Queen. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Governor of 
the Royal Military Academy informs me 
that cadets were allowed to wear shain- 
rock on St. Patrick's Day at all the 
parades except church parade. At this 
particular parade the bunches of sham- 
rock worn in the helmets were ot such 
abnormal proportions, and occasioned 


so much jocularity and unsteadiness in | 


the ranks, that the officer on duty directed 
their removal in the interests of the 
respect due to divine service. 


Caprain DONELAN : Did the subal- 
tern in charge give the order on his own 
responsibility ) 

*\MIr. BRODRICK: Yes: and I think 
that under the circumstances he was 
probably justified. 


SALISBURY PLAIN—POLICE 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War what arrangements he proposes 
to make for policing the increasing 
population that is being attracted to the 
eastern part of Salisbury Plain in conse- 
quence of the establishment of the camps, 
and whether he proposes to enter into 
negotiations with the county authority 
on the subject. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Arrangements have 
already been made with the Chief Con- 
stable for extra police. As the population 
increases the arrangements will be 
extended. 


{26 Marcu 1901} 
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INFANTRY SOLDIERS’ KITS. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvii): 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will agree to placing 
infantry soldiers on the same footing as 
Royal Marines in the matter of under- 
clothing by supplying three shirts to them 
on enlistment and one yearly thereafter 
during their period of service. 


*Lorp STANLEY: | have nothing to 
add to the reply | gave to the hon. 
Member on Thursday tast.7 


MARK IV. BULLETS. 

Mr. JOHN O DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he will state the value of 
the four-and-a-half millions of Mark LV. 
bullets that were broken up because of 
their uselessness: whether he will give 
the name of the firm that supplied such 
material ; and whether, under the cir- 
cumstances, any refund has been made 
to the Government ; and, if so, when, 
and of what amount. 


*Lorp STANLEY: I have nothing to 
add to the reply which I gave to similar 
questions put by the hon. Members for 
Kilkenny and Ross and Cromarty on 
Friday last. : 


ARMY STAFF REORGANISATION. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield. 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if his proposals for the 
reorganisation of the Staff of the Army 
will extend to the formation of a body of 
Officers on a basis similar to that of the 
General Staff in Berlin, solely engaged 
in preparing tor every eventuality of war, 
unencumbered by administrative duty. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: This question will 
be carefully considered, but | am not vet 
in a position to explain the exact distri- 
bution of duties. 


REORGANISATION—THE 
RESERVE. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War, 
having regard to the fact that the first 
reinforcements for the Field Army in 
South Africa, to the number of over 


ARMY 


t See page 849, 





{ 


| See page 700. 
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13,000 men, were furnished by the 
Militia Reserve, and that such reintorce- 
ments were necessary within three months 
of the declaration of war to supply the 
wastage of a campaign, if he will be good 
enough to state from what source under 
his proposals such reinforcements will be 
obtained if the Militia Reserve for the 
Army is abolished. 


Questions. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Army Reserve 
will in the normal be considerably in- 
creased by the percentage of three years 
men now taken who give nine years 
service in the Reserve ; and also by the 
fact that the establishment of home 
battalions has been raised from 720 to 
800. These steps were taken in 1898, 
and had not come into operation when 
the Militia Reserve was called upin 1900. 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY IN THE 
VAVY. 
Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 


to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, in view of the development of 
Marconi’s wireless telegraphy on board 
the “ Ophir,” the escorting cruisers, and 
the stations at Gibraltar and Malta, the 
Admiralty will request the electricians 
to furnish special reports describing the 
operations, giving specimens of the mes- 
sages transmitted from vessel to vessel 
and between the vessels and the shore, 
and also stating the 
which they have been communicated ; 
and will he also state on what number of 
His Majesty's ships installations of appa- 
ratus for wireless telegraphy have been 
made and arranged for. 


*THe SECRETARY To THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-ForsTer, Belfast, 
W.): The “ Ophir” is not fitted with 


wire ess telegraph apparatus. Wireless 
telegraphy has been in use in His Majesty's 
Navy for some time, and it is not expected 
that any special information will be 


derived from the operations conducted | 


by the cruisers accompanying the 
* Ophir,” or that any report upon the | 


subject would be of value. Thirty-six 
of His Majesty’s ships have installations 
of wireless telegraphy, and arrange- | 
ments are in progress for installing the 
apparatus on other ships. 


{COMMONS} 
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NAVY AND NAVAL RESERVE— 
STATISTICS OF NATIONALITY. 
Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether the 
Return on the Paper of to-day as being 
moved for by me will be given as an 
unopposed Return.7 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The pre- 
paration of the Return asked for by the 
hon. Member would involve considerable 
time, labour, and expense, and, if it 
were furnished, it would not give the 
information which it is desired to obtain ; 
the place of birth of officers and men 
serving affording no certain indication 
that the parents are natives of the country 
where the children are born. No inquiry 
is made by the Admiralty as to the 
particular locality from which ofticers 
and men come, the Service being common 
to the United Kingdom. 


ADMIRALTY CONTRACTS—PENALTIES 
FOR DELAYS: 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the Admiraity, what was 
the total amount of penalties for delay 
in the fulfilment of Admiralty contracts 
incurred during the year 1900, and 
the amount of the penalties enforced 
during the same period. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The total 

amount of penalties for delay in the 
fulfilment of shipbuilding contracts, 
during the year ending 31 December, 
1900, was £172,911, and penalties were 
inflicted to the extent of £1,177. 


AFRICAN GOLD MINING 


COMPANIES. 

Mr. M‘DERMOTT: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether any, and, if so, what West 
African Gold Mining Companies pay tax 
on their gross receipts; and what are 
the considerations in respect of which 
they make such payment. 


WEST 





+ The following is the Return referred to :— 
“Return of the nationality of the personnel 
in active service in His Majesty's Navy, dis- 
tinguishing between English, Scotch, [rish, 
WwW elsh, and Colonial ; also between the Navy 
| proper and the Naval Reserve; and showing 
|the number of each nationality in each 
| rating.” 


| 








du 
bet 
Or 
in 

aut 
the 
Ow 


A 
) 
the 
wh 
anc 
dur 
in 
hav 
ot t 
by 
of 
oth 


AY 
int 
I wv 
tow 
was 
sub: 
was 
the 
tuti 


CI 


M 
ask 
Fore 
betv 
inte} 
of C 
brou 

Tr 
STA 
coun 
versi 
whic 
cont: 
rent] 
Chin 
whie 

SI 
(Shei 








"en 
he 


le 


he 
n: 


on 
ry 
ry 


he 


On 


tal 
he 
ts, 
er, 


isk 
ies 
est 
ax 
ire 


ich 


nel 
lis- 
ish, 
VY 


ing: 


ach: 








1357 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Two 
companies, the Ashanti Goldfields Cor- 
poration and the Castle Gold Exploration 
Syndicate, pay a royalty to the Gold 


Questions. 


Coast Government on the gross value | 


of all gold got from the lands occupied 
by them. These payments, which are 
due under agreements made some years 
before the passing of the Concessions 
Ordinance, are made by the companies 
in consideration of their having been 
authorised by the Government to occupy 
the lands leased to them by the native 
owners. 


ASHANTI—MILITARY OPERATIONS. 

Mr. M'DERMOTT: IL beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state the number of towns 
and villages which have been destroyed 
during the recent military operations 
in Ashanti; and, whether any steps 
have been taken to ascertain the extent 
of the destitution and loss of life caused 
by the destruction of the habitations 
of the people and of their crops and 
other food stuffs. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No; but 
in reply to inquiries I made at the time, 
| was assured that the destruction of 
towns and villages was limited to what 
was absolutely necessary to produce 
submission, but that the food supply 
was practically inexhaustible, and that 
there was no danger of famine or desti- 
tution. 

CHINA—RUSSO-CHINESE AGREE- 

MENT. 

Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if thesuggested agreement 
between Russia and China will affect the 
interests of British traders in those parts 
of China which are proposed to be thus 
brought under Russian influence. 

THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): The 
versions of the proposed agreement 
which have come under our notice 
contain provisions which would appa- 
rently affect British trade interests in 
China in those parts of the Empire to! 
which the agreement applies. 


Sm E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT | | 
I beg to ask a | | 


(Sheftield, Ecclesall) : 
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tion of which I have given private notice, 
namely, whether the Chinese Govern- 
ment has at present refused to sign the 
agreement regarding Manchuria which 
Russia is now pressing upon her, and 
will the Government support China in 
her refusal. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: His Ma- 
jesty’s Government cannot pretend to be 
accurately informed as to the precise 
position of the negotiations, to which 
this country is not a party, and under 
these circumstances I must respectfully 
decline to answer any hypothetical 
question as to our conduct. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) : 
Is it intended on the part of the Govern- 


ment to intimate to China that Russia 
will not be allowed to take Manchuria 2 


Questions. 


[No answer was returned. } 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


Do as you did at Fashoda. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I shall 
give notice. 
ALLEGED LOOTING AT PEKING. 


Me. PIRIE: | beg toask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he is aware 
that the Chief Ordnance Officer of the 
Staff of General Chaffee in China stated 
that the British looted openly and 
systematically and sold the plunder by 
auction each afternoon at the British 
Legation under the direction of an officer, 
the proceeds being used for the soldiers ; 
and whether he will cause inquiries to be 
made from General Gaselee with a view 
of contradicting such a statement if 
incorrect, or if not, of dealing adequately 
with those permitting such a state of 
affairs. 


THe SECRETARY or 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): | am not aware of any state- 
ment of the kind said to have been made ; 
but as I have before said, if any specific 
allegation i is brought to my notice I will 
cause inquiries to “be made into it. 


STATE For 


CUTTING SUBMARINE CABLES IN 
WAR TIME. 
*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 


I beg to ask the Under See- 
State for Foreign Affairs. 


mouth) : 
retary of 
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(Questions. 


whether he will cause to be presented to | 


this House, as soon as possible, a Copy 
of the Code of Law issued by the Navy 
Department and signed by the President 
of the United States. concerning matters 
relating to the cutting of submarine 
cables in war. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: — Inquiry 
will be made through His Majesty's 
Ambassador at Washington as towhether 
there is any objection to publishing the 
rules in the United States Naval War 
Code relating to submarine telegraphic 
cables. If not, | shall be happy to give 
the hon. and gallant Member the in- 
formation he requires. 


INDIAN MINTS--SILVER COINAGE. 
Mr. GRENFELL (Buckinghamshire, 
Wvyeombe): | beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether his attention 
has been directed to the fact that with 
the mints closed to the free coinage of 
silver, no less than seventeen and a 
«quarter crores of rupees have been coined 
during the past vear in India ; whether 
so large a number of rupees were ever 
coined in a single year when the Indian 
mints were open to the free coinage of 
silver. and if so. in what years; and 
what has been the average profit per 
rupee coined during the financial vear. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The coinage 
in India during the twelve months from 
Ist March, 1900, to 28th February, 1901, 
appears to have been a little over sixteen 
erores of rupees. This is nearly equal 
to the amount of the coinage in 1877-78, 
the greatest hitherto recorded. The 
average profit per rupee coined cannot 
yet be stated, but it is doubtless very 
large: possibly about 50 per cent. of the 
coined value may be profit. The profit 
is not being treated as revenue, but is 
heing set apart in a gold reserve fund. 
There is no intention of again considering 
proposals for the re-opening of the Indian 
mints to the free coinage of silver. 


ARMY AND NAVY WORKS 
EXPENDITURE. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what is now the Estimate of expendi- 
ture in the present financial year, and 
what the Estimete for the next financial 


‘COMMONS} 
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Questions, 


year of the Expenditure on Capital 
Account by the Admiralty and the 
War Office under the Naval Works Acts, 
the Military Works Acts, or otherwise, 
in addition to any sums repaid by annui- 
ties charged on Estimates. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): The amounts issued on 


Capital Accounts in 1900-1, which may 
be taken to represent probable expendi- 
ture, are as follows— 
1. To the Admiralty, for £ 
Naval Works : a) 

2. To the War Office. tor 
Military Works 200,000 


£3.355,000 


To this must be added the 
Charge for Annuities 
paid in respect of 
Loans under the old 
Barracks Act 286,000 

£3,621,000 

It is not vet known what the expendi- 

ture is likely to be next year, nor could 

I make myself responsible for an Esti- 

mate for it. 


OFFICERS ON ACTIVE SERVICE AND 
INCOME TAN. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he could consider the pos- 
sibility of exempting officers serving in 
South Africa from Income Tax on their 
pay. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It would 
he quite unprecedented to do this. 
Officers of the British Army serving 
abroad are by law chargeable on the 
pay they receive through the War 
Office, and have never heretofore been 
exempted by reason of foreign service. 


OVERCROWDED RAILWAY 
CARRIAGES. 

Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
ealled to the overcrowding of many of 
the trains and the lack of proper accom- 
modation at the stations on the London, 
Tilbury, and Southend line, particularly 
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(Questions. 


between London and 
whether he can exercise any power to 
remedy the defects of which complaint 
is made. 


THe PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD 
orf TRADE (Mr. GeEratp  BALFour, 
Leeds, Central): I am afraid the 
Board of ‘Trade cannot put a stop 
to overcrowding on railways; I have, 
however, communicated with the 
company on the subject of the 
Hon. Member’s question, and I shall 
be happy to show him the reply, which 
is lengthy. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS IN THE 
HIGHLANDS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the 
he is aware that, under The Railways 
(Ireland) Act, 1896, the Treasury is 
under no restriction as to the amount 
of an advance where the proposed rail- 
way is situated wholly or mainly in a 
congested districts county ; and, in view 
of the fact that, under the existing Act, 
it is not practicable to secure the con- 
struction of light railways in the High- 
land crofting counties, will the Govern- 
ment consider the expediency of amend- 
ing the Light Railways Act, 1896, so 
as to enable the Treasury to give grants 
to light railways in the crofting counties 
without the limit imposed by Section 
5 of the Light Railways Act. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 
I am not prepared to propose an altera- 
tion of the Act in the direction sug- 
gested. I am not satisfied that the 
Amendment referred to by the hon. 
Member is necessary in order to enable 
Light Railways to be made in the High- 
lands. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that not a single light railway 
has been constructed in the Highlands 
under the Light Railways Act ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


DUNKELD RAILWAY FACILITIES. 


Mr. STROYAN (Perthshire, W.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade if he is aware of the dissatis- 
faction among the inhabitants of Dun- 
keld and district in consequence of tlie 
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Barking ; and | 


Board of Trade whether | 
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alleged insufficient facilities provided by 
the Highland Railway Company for 
this centre on the southern section of 
the Highland Railway ; and especially 
in connection with the train leaving 
Perth at 6.15 a.m., which passes Dun- 
keld without stopping, this arrangement 
making it impossible for passengers 
travelling to stations north of Aviemore 
to leave Dunkeld until 12.15 p.m., and 
further making it necessary to carry 
the morning mails and newspapers on 
to Ballinluig, from which junction they 
are brought back to Dunkeld ; and will 


‘he give this matter and the claims of 


the inhabitants of Dunkeld to better 
treatment at the hands of the company 
his consideration. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Ques- 
tions relating to the reasonableness of 
the facilities furnished by railway com- 
panies for the forwarding of traftic are 
for the Railway and Canal Commissioners 
and not for the Board of Trade; but 
I shall be happy to communicate with 
the company on the subject of the hon. 
Members question, and inform him of 
the result. 


GAMBLING IN GRAIN OPTIONS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): | 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he has had any com- 
munication from the German Govern- 
ment upon gambling in grain options ; 
whether he will inquire into the opera- 
tion of the German law prohibiting 
such gambling in food stuffs; and whether 
there is any prospect of the Continental. 
United States, and British Governments 
considering the advisability of co-ope- 
rating to prevent a corner in corn being 
manipulated in the corn exchange mar- 
kets by gamblers in futures. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I have 
had no communication from the German 
Government on this subject. Reports 
on the operation of the German law 
regulating produce exchanges have been 
received from time to time through 
His Majesty's Embassy in Berlin. The 
last, published in the Board of Trade 
Journal for 12th April, 1900, reported 
the reopening of the Berlin produce 
exchange. I see no need for a special 
inquiry. So far as | am aware there is 
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no present prospect of such action as is 
suggested in the last paragraph. 


VENTILATION ON THE METRO- 
POLITAN RAILWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he is 
aware that under Section 23 of the Metro- 
politan Railway Company Act of the 
2nd August, 1898, the Railway Com- 
pany is enjoined either to adopt a system 
of electric traction or to arrange arti- 
ficial means of ventilating the railway 
otherwise than by openings within a 
period of three years from the passing 
of the Act; and will he ascertain what 
steps the company have taken with a 
view to carry out these conditions, and 
will he consider the expediency of en- 
forcing them. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 
that is not quite the effect of the section 
referred to. It however, I think, 
common knowledge that the company 
are taking active steps to select a satis- 
factory form of electric traction. 


1s, 


Mr. WEIR: Have not this company 
had three years in which to provide 
electric traction or to arrange artificial 
means of ventilation ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


FOREHOE (NORFOLK) GUARDIANS. 

Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he is aware that 
owing to differences between the Forehoe 
(Norfolk) Guardians and the master of 
the workhouse, forty-four out of forty- 


seven members of the board resigned | i A th I 
‘to that of the Office of Works in th 


their seats, and that practically the 
whole of these guardians have been re- 
elected by the ratepayers ; whether the 
Local Government Board is sustaining 
the master against the board of guar- 
dians ; and, seeing that meetings of the 
guardians have ceased through inability 
to form a quorum, what steps the Local 
Government Board intends to take to 
replace the public control by elected 
guardians which has hitherto existed. 


Tue PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Watter 
Lone, Bristol, S.): I am aware of the 


y 


{COMMONS} 


leadless glaze on china and earthenware 


1364 


Ounestions. 


circumstances of the case referred to in 
the first paragraph of the question. The 
number of members who tendered their 
resignation was, however, less than that 
supposed by the hon. Member, and these 
resignations did not take effect as I did 
not accept them. The guardians wished 
that the master of the workhouse should 
be removed from office; but, after an 
inquiry had been held on the subject 
by two of the inspectors of the Local 
Government Board, [ came to the con- 
clusion that there was no sufficient 
ground for his dismissal. The adminis- 
tration of the affairs of the incorporation 
devolves upon the guardians, and the 
responsibility for any difticulty which 
may arise from any failure to attend 
the necessary meetings must rest en- 
tirely with them. I have caused the 
guardians individually to be reminded 
of their duties and responsibilities, and 
I trust that there will no further 
difficulty in the matter. 


be 


LEADLESS GLAZE—GOVERN MENT 
CONTRACTS. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxtord University) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the War Office have 
assimilated their practice to that of the 

| Office of Works in the matter of the use 
of leadless glaze in china and earthenware 
i goods ordered by contract. 


Lorp STANLEY: The existing War 
Department contract tor earthenware 
goods, which runs for three years and has 
been in force since the Ist February, 
1900, prescribes the use of leadless glaze. 


Mr. TALBOT: I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary to the Admiralty whether the Ad- 
miralty have assimilated their practic 


matter of the of leadless glaze 
china and earthenware goods ordered 
by contract. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The matter 
is now under consideration in connection 
with the tenders for next year’s suppl) 
of earthenware goods, the manufac 
turers having been asked to give alterns- 
tive tenders for the ordinary and_ the 
leadless glaze. 


Mr. TALBOT : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether the use of 


use 
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goods Is now required in the Departments 
over which the Treasury has control. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHe TREASURY (Mr. AusTEeN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): I am obliged 
tomy right hon. friend for calling my 
attention to this matter. I find that 
nearly all the china and earthenware 
required by the Departments referred to 
in this question is supplied by the Board 
of Works. ¥n the few cases in which this 
is not done I will endeavour to arrange 
that the use of leadless glaze shall as far 
as possible be insisted upon. I am, 
however, informed by the Postmaster 
General that he has not, as yet, been able 
to secure sufficient numbers of properly 
glazed insulators for telegraph purposes 
treated without lead, but he hopes that 
betore long the present difficulties may 
have been overcome, and that he mav 
be in a position to give orders that only 
insulators treated with leadless glaze are 
to be used. 


ACCOMMODATION IN 


LONDON. 
Mr. TALBOT: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Education what basis is taken for ealeu- 


SCHOOL 


tion in the district of the London School 
Board. 


VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University): The 
basis taken is always the amount of 
accommodation for which a given school 
s actually recognised by the Board of 
Education. 

Mr. TALBOT: Is the basis of popula- 
tion determined by the last census, or by 
the present estimate of population ? 


THE 


sin J. GORST : Perhaps the right hon’ 
Gentleman will put the question down 
for Thursday, when [ shall be able to 
answer it. 


IRISH DRIFT SURVEY. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Counci! on 
Education whether he can state when 
the Drift Survey for Ireland was com- 
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° ies ° ° ) 
lating deficiencies in school accommoda- 


menced; when it was comp!eted; whether 
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the maps embodying the said Irish 
Drift Survey have been published ; 
and whether they were six-inch maps 
similar to those now being published tor 
Eng.and. 


sir J. GORST: It was commenced in 
1845 and completed in 1887. 


PRIVATE POSTAL COLLECTIONS— 
SHEFFIELD CASE. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
any decision has been arrived at which 
will meet the claims put forward by Mr. 
J. G. Graves, of Sheffield, for having 
parcels of a certain postal va'ue collected 
at his works. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General has sanctioned 
an arrangement by which registered 
letters and parcels of whatever value 
can be coilected under certain conditions 
from the premises of private firms and 
others who may desire to post such 
articles in large numbers. The necessary 
ustructions for regulating this service 
are now being issued. 


SMALL HOLDINGS [IN SCOTTISH 
CROFTING COUNTIES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if the Secretary for Scotland 
will consider the expediency of intro- 
ducing legislation with a view to an 
amendment and extension of the Local 
Government Act of 1894, so as to enable 
parish councils to acquire land com- 
pulsorily for allotments and small ho'd- 
ings by an inexpensive process ; and will 
he state the number of allotments whiel: 
have been secured in the six crofting 
counties under the existing legislation. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
Granam Murray, Buteshire): The Secre- 
tary for Scotland cannot come under the 
obligation suggested in the first para- 
graph of the hon. Member’s question. 
The information asked for in the second 
paragraph of the question cannot be 
obtained from any official Department, 
but a Return on the subject of allotments 
has been moved by the hon. Member for 
Clackmannan, which will include the 
information desired. 


3B2 
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LOCH CARLOWAY. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Fishery Board for 
Scotland has received a copy of a resolu- 
tion passed at a mass meeting of fisher- 
men held at Carloway, Lewis, on the 11th 
instant, urging that a beacon should be 
erected on Tanasgeir, Loch Carloway ; 
and will he state the nature of the reply 
sent to the fishermen. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: A copy 
of the resolution referred to was received 
by the Fishery Board for Scotland. who 
replied that they were not the body 
charged by Parliament with the manage- 
ment and control of lights. The Secre- 
tary for Scotland has requested the 
Fishery Board to send the Papers to the 
Northern Lights Commissioners. 


AVOCH HARBOUR. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, seeing that Mr. Fletcher, of 
Rosehaugh, Ross-shire, has allowed the 
Provisional Order, granted to him in 
July, 1894, for the construction of a 
harbour at Avoch to lapse ; and, in view 
of the fact that Avoch is a fishing station, 
and that the fishermen have suffered 
pecuniary loss for the want of suitable 
harbour accommodation, will the Secre- 
tary for Scotland state what steps it is 
proposed to take in the matter so that the 
fishing industry in this district may not 
be further injured. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
matter is not one for the intervention of 
the Secretary for Scotland, but lies with 
those locally interested in the harbour ; 
and any proper representation made to 
the Fishery Board on the subject will no 
doubt be duly considered. 

ROADS IN THE 


ISLAND OF LEWIS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | 


Advocate if he will state what progress 
has been made with the arrangements 
for the construction of a road between 
Gravir and Cromore in the Park District 
of the Island of Lewis. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that one or more members will 
probably meet the local promoters on 
the spot next month, and come to a con- 
clusion as to the best route to adopt. 


{COMMONS} Questions, 1368 
CONGESTION ON THE ISLAND OF 
BARRA. 


| land 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness): | 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the Congested Districts Board have suc- 
ceeded in acquiring land from Lady 
Gordon Cathcart to relieve the congestion 
among the crofters and cottars in the 
Island of Barra. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
land in Barra which has been purchased 
by the Congested Districts Board from 
Lady Gordon Catheart includes North- 
bay, Grean, Cliat, and Ardveenish, 
approximately about 3,000 acres, with 
complete possession of a great portion of 
it during the present year. 


CROFTERS’ COMMISSION REPORTS, 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR: I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate, having regard to the 
fact that the Annual Reports of the 
Crofters’ Commission are frequently re- 
quired for reference in the various 
distrets of the crofting counties, can 
arrangements be made for these Reports 
to be sent to the sheriff clerks’ oftices in 
each of the six crofting counties, so that 
they may be readily available. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
gratuitous distribution of Parliamentary 
Papers is only sanctioned under excep- 
tional circumstances, which do not 
appear to exist in the case referred to by 
the hon. Member. So far as the Seere- 
tary for Scotland is aware, no similar 
demand has been made for them during 
the fourteen years these Reports have 
been issued. Each Annual Report is 
published by the Stationery Office at the 
price of 1l}d. If the Secretary for Scot- 
were convinced that there is a 
reason for a somewhat exceptional course 
he would be willing to approach the 
Treasury on the subject. 


DONEGAL FISHERIES. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that loans are issued by the 
Congested Districts Board to fishermen 
in congested districts for the purchase of 
herring nets and for fishing gear ; that 
in June and July the only fishing avail- 


able along the north coast of Donegal is 
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for salmon ; and that application has 
been made to the Board by fishermen in 
congested districts for loans for salmon 
nets, as at present the fishermen are 


(uestions. 


handicapped by the terms upon which | 


they only can procure nets locally ; and 
whether the Board have determined 
that the loans for the purchase of salmon 
nets would be. contrary to their policy ; 
and, if so, whether the Government will 
direct the Agricultural and Industries 
Department to consider this matter and 
issue loans in congested districts to 
fishermen and others requiring them for 
salmon nets on terms similar to those 
upon which herring nets are supplied by 
the Congested Districts Board. 


Tur CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
reply to the first query is in the affirma- 
tive. Both the Congested Districts 
Board and the Department of Agriculture 
have decided to adhere, for the present, 
to the policy hitherto adopted by the 
Fishery Authorities in refusing to make 
loans for the purchase of salmon nets. 


Mr. OCDOHERTY : Cannot the Agri- 
cultural Department grant loans for 
salmon nets for fishermen on the same 
terms as the Congested Districts Board 
lends money for the purchase of herring 
nets ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir: and for 
the reason that salmon nets can be 
obtained on very favourable terms from 
the merchants. 


LOUGH FOYLE SALMON FISHERY 
LICENCES. 
*Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state the 
annual licensing duty payable by the 
fishermen of Lough Foyle for the privi- 
lege of fishing for salmon in the open sea 
outside the lough; how many _ hours 
per week do those licences enable fisher- 
men to fish for salmon; what is the 
annual licence payable by fishermen in 
inland rivers and loughs for the privilege 
of fishing for salmon; and to whom 
does the money thus payable by these 
fishermen go; do the conservators or 


{96 Marcu 1901! 


those to whom this money is payable, 


apply any of it for protecting the Foyle 





1370 


Questions. 


and Bann fisheries for the Irish Society 
of London, who receive an annual rent 
of £3,000 for them ; and will the Govern- 
ment take steps to carry out the sugges- 
tion by witnesses from the districts 
examined before the Inland Fisheries 
Commission that the fishermen who 
have to fish in the open sea outside the 
lough should be granted licences at lesser 
sums than at present, and that the money 
at present payable by the conservators 
or those to whom the licence duty at 
present goes should not be spent in pro- 
tecting the fisheries for the Irish Society, 
who receive annually such a rental out 
of the property. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The licence duty 
payable on each drift net for taking 
salmon in the open sea outside Lough 
Foyle is £3. These nets may be used for 
120 hours per week, during the annual 
open season. Jn inland rivers and 
loughs the licence duty on drift nets is 
£3, that on snap nets ranges from 15s. 
to 30s. The’ moneys paid for licences 
are received by boards of conservators. 
The funds of these boards are expended 
in paying bailiffs to enforce the fishery 
laws; but I have no information as to 
how far the protection thus afforded is 
carried out in the special interest of any 
fishery proprietor, or of the public who 
fish on their common law rights. The 
fixing of licences within statutory limits 
rests with boards of conservators, subject 
to the approval of the Department of 
Agriculture. The Department is not at 
present prepared to apply for legislation 
enabling it to fix licences for this district 
in opposition to the views of the con- 
servators. 


KINNAGOE BAY, MOVILLE. 
*Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if the attention of the Con- 
gested Districts Board (Ireland) has been 
called to the necessity for the improve- 
ment of the landing accommodation at 
Kinnagoe Bay, near Moville; and, 
seeing that a report was made by the 
engineer of said board as far back as 
1894 as to the necessity of this work, 
and a drawing and estimate furnished 
for the carrying out of this work, 
that a memorial has been received from 


‘the local fishermen pointing out the 
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(die shone. 


necessity for the work in question, and 
as the engineer of the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board estimates the cost at £190, 
whether directions will be given to the 
board to have this work carried out at 
once. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board’s engi- 
neer reported on the nature of, not the 
necessity for. the work mentioned. The 
question of undertaking it is at present 
under consideration by the Board. 


IRISH 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland what steps, if any, have been 
taken by the new Department of Agri- 
culture in L[reland to put into operation 
Section 17, sub-section (a), of the Agri- 
cultural and Technical Instruction (Ire- 
land) Act, 1899; has the Department 
instituted any investigation with a view 
to have this sub-section duly adminis- 
tered ; and has the head of the Depart- 
ment considered the necessity of appoint- 
ing a permanent official, such as those 
appointed by the Canadian and other 
Governments, for the purpose of having 
this section properly put into force, and 
thereby protecting the agricultural and 
other industries in Ireland. 


AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
is not yet in a position to take action 
under the provision referred to. Infor- 
ination on matters coming within the 
scope of the section is being obtained. 
The question of the appointment of an 
oficial having expert knowledge of the 
subjects to be dealt with has not eseaped 
the attention of the Department. It has, 
however, been considered advisable to 
postpone a decision in the matter until 
it can be ascertained to what extent 
technical assistance of the nature re- 
quired can be afforded by other Depart- 
ments. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY : Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Vice-President 
of the Department applied for special 
permission to appoint an expert to carry 
out this section of the Act, and that the 
Treasury refused ? 


Order. order! 


Mr. SPEAKER : 


(COMMONS! 


(Inestions, I: 
BUNAGEE PIER. 

*Mr. O'DOHERTY :. I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the pier at Bunagee. 
Culdaff, was erected according to plans 
and upon a site selected by the Board of 
Works: when was it erected: how 
much did it cost ; how much of the total 
cost was contributed out of the loeal 
rates: whether his attention has been 
called to a speech delivered by his prede- 
cessor in office, on the cutting of the 
first sod of the Carndonagh line of 
railway, wherein he designated — this 
construction as a dry land pier: and, 
whether compensation will be made 
by the Irish Government for the money 
thus expended by the Board of Works, 
either in providing a harbour of refuge 
for fishing boats along this coast. or in 
eutting a canal to bring water to this 
dry land pier so that it may be of some 
service for the purpose jor which it was 
constructed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The site for the 
pler referred to was selected not by the 
Board of Works, but by the Fishery Piers 
and Harbours Commissioners-—a_ bod) 
created by the Sea Fisheries Act, 1883. 
The plans were approved by the Com- 
missioners, and the pier was completed 
in November, 1887. The was 
£3,842. of which the sum of £239 was 
provided by loan payable out of local rates, 
£3.353 advanced by way of Grant under 
the Act of 1883. and £250 contributed 
by persons interested in the locality. I 
have not seen a report of the speech 
referred to in the second paragraph. 
With reference to the third paragraph, 
I have already informedthe hon. Member 
that the suggested construction of a 
harbour of refuge on this coast is a project 
which can only be considered in connee- 
tion with similar projects of considerable 
magnitude. 


eost 


CONTEMPT OF COURT--WIDOW 
SALMON’S CASE. 

Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of [reland whether he will 
give a Return of the number of cases of 
contempt of court that have been dealt 
with in the Westport petty sessions 
district within the past five years, and 
the term of imprisonment imposed in 
each case. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: There has been 
only one such ease, that of Mrs. Salmon, 
referred to in the next question of the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretaryto the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will give a Return 
of the number of times that Widow 
Salmon, of Carrowkennedy, near West- 
port, has been convicted at the Westport 
petty sessions, the date of each conviction, 
the date of her committal and release 
trom prison, and the term spent in prison 
on each separate occasion, and the nature 
of the charge for which she was so con- 
victed : whether he is aware that ona 
recent occasion this woman got a sentence 
of one month’s imprisonment for con- 
tempt of court, in addition to two months 
imposed upon her for an alleged assault 
on the man who has taken her holding 
of land: and whether he will recom- 
mend that at the expiration of her first 
sentence this woman will be liberated 
tor the purpose of looking after her eight 
orphans. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Return is in 
preparation, and will be forwarded to the 
hon. Member when completed. The 
answer to the second paragraph is in the 
affirmative. Any application by this 
woman, or on her behalf, for a mitigation 
of sentence should be addressed in the 
usual way to the Lord Lieutenant. 


NATIONAL LIBRARY OF IRELAND. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
usk the Chief Seeretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
the number of assistant librarians and 
attendants employed in the National 
Library of Ireland, and in the British 
Museum Library of Printed Books, 
respectively, and the annual attendance 
of readers at each of these libraries as 
shown by the latest Returns ; whether 
he is aware that, owing to want of accom- 
modation in the National Library of 
Ireland, there is no room for the increase 
in Ordnance Survey Maps and Patent 
Specifications ; and that a free gift of the 
American Patents Specifications had to 
be declined for this reason ; and, will he 
state to what extent the recommenda- 
tions of the trustees have been carried | 


out. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
assistant librarians in the National 
Library of Ireland is two, and the number 
of attendants is twelve (six men and 
six boys). The number of readers in 
the Library in 1899 was 154,878. I 
cannot speak for the British Museum. 
Accommodation has been found in the 
Dublin Library for the Maps and Speci- 
fications. The offer of the American 
Patents Specifications has been declined 
by the trustees, partly owing to considera- 
tions of space and partly because a 
larger staff would be required for the 
additional work that would arise if the 
offer were accepted. It is not clear 
to what recommendations the last para- 
graphs refer. 


Mr. BOLAND: Considering that 
the staff at the National Library is so 
inadequate. as well as the buildings, 
will the right hon. Gentleman take steps 
to have both these matters remedied ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. Mem- 
ber means will I put myself in communi- 
cation with the Treasury for the purpose, 
| cannot undertake to do so. 


PLAN CULTIVATION IN) ULSTER. 

Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E.): 1 
beg to ask the Chiet Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, if his atten- 
tion, as President of the Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction Department, 
has been drawn to resolutions of the 
county councils of Londonderry and 


| Donegal. passed at their last quarterly 


meetings, requesting the Government 
to take immediate steps to have the 
fishery laws amended so that flax culti- 
vators will not be compelled as at present 
to retain the flax water in the dams 
after the removal of the flax from the 
steep; and, whether, seeing that flax 
is extensively grown in said counties, 
and is a remunerative crop which enables 
farmers to a great extent to pay their 
rents, and that the farmers of Ulster 
unanimously demand the change in the 
law indicated, he will advise the Govern- 
ment to legislate and remove the restric- 
tions imposed on flax cultivators and the 
alleged grievances at the hands of fishery 
conservators. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: ‘The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 





1375 (Juestions. 


The Department, as at present advised, 
does not consider it desirable to relax 
the restrictions provided by law against 
the discharge of flax water into rivers 
frequented by salmon and trout. 


LIFFORD BRIDGE. 

Mr. MADDEN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
the Strabane Urban Council, although 
requested by the County Council of Done- 
gal to contribute to the maintenance 
and repair of Lifford Bridge, which 
connects the counties of Tyrone and 
Donegal, and which should be main- 
tained at the joint expense of those 
bodies, has refused to comply with 
the request of the county councils of the 
counties which benefit by the bridge 
and are legally liable for its maintenance 
and repair; and, it he will, as President 
of the Local Government Board, instruct 
that body to inform the Strabane Urban 
Council and the county council of Tyrone 
that they are liable to the demand of 
the county council of Donegal. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : [It does not appear 
(from the information before me) that 
the Strabane Urban Couneil have mad 
this refusal (to contribute towards the 
maintenance and repair of this bridge). 
The secretary of the Donegal County 
Council states that the subject will be 
further considered at a special meeting 
on the ord April. The Tyrone County 
Council considers that the matter is 
outside its jurisdiction, the bridge being 
within the Urban District of Strabane. 
The Local Government Board has not 
been asked to advise the councils upon 
the question, and until a decision has 
heen arrived at by each of these bodies, 
it does not appear to the Board that the 
matter is one in which it is called upon 
to intervene. 


WHITE ESTATE, BANTRY. 
Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state when the sale of the White 
Estate, near Bantry, will take place. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The rental for the 


sale of the holdings on this estate was 
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settled on the 18th instant, and it now 
rests with the solicitors having carriage 
of the sale to apply to the judge for a 
request under the 40th section of the 
Act of 1896. 


IRISH BOARD OF WOKKS LOANS. 

Captain DONELAN: | beg to ask 
theChief Secretaryto the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
payment of instalments upon Board ot 
Works loans under present conditions 
presses upon borrowers; and whether, 
with a view to lighten the burden, con- 
sideration will be given to the desira- 
bility of extending the term of repay- 
ment and reducing the rate of interest, 
together with periodical revisions, as 
adopted under the land purchase system. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There is nothing 
in the representations made to the Board 
by applicants, or in the way in which re- 
payments are made, to suggest that the 
terms of repayment involve undue pres- 
sure. The rates of interest have been 
fixed by the Treasury as liberally as a 
due regard to the position of the local 
funds will admit. The answer to the 
last portion of the question is, theretore, 
in the negative. 

Cartan) DONELAN: 

made 


suggested change be 
material cost to the Treasury ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That is a question 


for the Treasury. 


Cannot the 
without 


IRISH LANDED ESTATES COURT. 

Mr. OTDOWD (Sligo, 8.): 1 beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that there are a number of estates 
at present under the jurisdiction of the 
Landed Kstates Court in Ireland on 
which no steps have been taken to make 
tenants the owners of their farms in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
40th section of the Land Act of 1896; 
and what action, if any, is contemplated 
with the view of having the sales of these 
estates effected. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The case of every 
estate in which a receiver was appointed 
prior to 1897 has been brought before 
the land judge for his decision whether 
the provisions of the 40th section were 
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applicable. In many of these cases the 
proceedings have not yet reached the 
stage when a request can be issued for an 
inspection by the Land Commission. 
These cases are not, however, lost sight ot 
but are relisted from time to time in order 
to see what progress is being made to a 
In other cases, in which a receiver 
was appointed since 1897, a similar 
arrangement is being carried out. 


1 
sale, 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
SUMMER UNIFORMS. 

Mr. JOHN HUTTON 
Richmond): | beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he has been able to arrange 
for the supply of suitable summer eloth- 
ing for the Royal Irish Constabulary 
during the present year. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Experiments will 
he made during the coming season with 
a view to the selection of a suitable ma- 
terial, but it will not, | am afraid, be found 
possible to arrange for the supply this 
year of summer clothing to the con- 
stubulary. 


PORTADOWN DISTURBANCES. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): I 
beg toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Licutenant of Ireland whether he can 
now state what the special police protec- 
tion was which was afforded on the 26th 
August last to certain Roman Catholic 
excursionists of Portadown against insult 
and injury at the hands of the Orange 
Inajority. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: -The precautions 
taken by the local police authorities on 
the date mentioned consisted in the con- 
centration of seventeen men at various 
points on the line of route followed by the 
excursionists in the morning. An addi- 
tional force of 100 police arrived at Porta- 
down in the course of the day, and these 
men, with the local force, were also dis- 
tributed where it was considered their 
services could be utilised to the best 
advantage. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, | 
S.): Is there any reason for stigmatising | 


these people as ‘‘ Orangemen ”? 


Mr. CLANCY: The right hon. Gentle- 
man stated last night that the police had 


| 





(Yorkshire, | 
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been remiss and that some persons con- 
nected with them had been censured. 
Can he name a single person connected 
with the administration of justice in 
Portadown who has been removed from 
his post ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There was no occa- 


sion for any such drastic measure. 


PROSECUTION IN 


DONEGAL. 

Mr. M'FADDEN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he can state the costs of the 
Crown in the case of Squire v. Sweeney, 
heard on a case stated under the Factory 
Acts in the Queen’s Bench Division, Ire- 
land, in the months of June, 1900, and 
January, 1901, and the costs of the defen- 
dant in the case paid by the Crown as 
a result of the decision of the Queen’s 
Bench affirming the decision of the magis- 
trates at Dungloe, county Donegal, Petty 
Sessions, dismissing the charge against 
the defendant ; and whether the fines 
imposed on several defendants in similar 
cases at petty sessions in county Donegal 
have, since the decision of the High Court 
in this case, been refunded to the defend- 
ants, and the amounts of the fines so re- 


funded. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): At the request of my right hon. 
friend, I will reply to this question. The 
costs of the Crown have not yet been 
taxed, and I am unable to state what they 
amount to. The costs of the defendant 
in the first case amounted to £42 5s. 1d. 
The defendant’s costs in the second case 
are at present before the Master of the 
Crown Office. The answer to the last 
query is in the affirmative. Fines im- 
posed in eight cases, amounting in the 
aggregate to £65, have been refunded. 


FACTORY 


Mr. M‘FADDEN : Were not six magis- 


trates brought to Dublin in connection 
_with this case? Seeing that their action 


was vindicated, will not the Crown pay 
their expenses ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I do not agree with 
the view of the hon. Member. Anyhow, 
there is no power on the part of the Crown 
to pay their costs. 
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CRIMINAL LUNATICS IN IRISH 
LUNATIC ASYLUMS. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
the maintenance of criminal lunatics 
confined in Irish asylums is defrayed 
out of the local rates since the pass- 
ing of the Local Government (Ireland) 
Act ; and, having regard to the tact that 
prior to the passing of the said Act a con- 
tribution of 4s. per head was paid from 
the Imperial Treasury, which grant now 
ceases, the contribution in aid of the rates 
coming froin the local taxation account ; 
and seeing that the cost of criminal luna- 
tics in England is defrayed by the Trea- 
sury, whether he will have the Local 
Government (lreland) Act amended with 
a view to assimilating it to the English Act 
dealing with the subject. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The maintenance 
of criminal lunatics is not defrayed solely 
out of local rates, as approximately only 
one-half the cost of such maintenance 
falls on the local rates. the balance being 
met out of the local taxation account. 
The entire cost of criminal lunatics in 
England is defrayed by the Treasury, and 
the Government is now considering the 
question of assimilating the law in both 
countries. 


CORK DISTRICT LUNATIC ASYLUM. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the cost of mainte- 
nance of criminal lunatics admitted trom 
gaols and Dundrum Asylum to the Cork 
District Lunatic Asylum, with sentences 
unexpired or confined during the Lord 
Lieutenant's pleasure, is properly charge- 
able to the funds available for the main- 
tenance of the lunatic poor of the County 
Cork district, and, if not, whether he will 
make provision for refunding the cost 
from Imperial sources. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The cost of main- 
tenance of criminal lunatics in the Cork 
District Lunatic Asylum is chargeable to 
the funds available for the maintenance 
of the lunatic poor of the County Cork 
district ; but, as stated in answer to the 
preceding question of the hon. Member, 
the Government is considering the ques- 
tion of defraying the cost of maintenance 
from Imperial sources. 
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Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether his attention has been 
called to a resolution recently passed by 
the Board of the Cork District Lunatic 
Asylum in which it was stated that the 
sum of £3,688 Os. 3d. has been long 
since certified by the auditor as 
being due as grant in aid for the three 
months ended 31st March, 1899; whether 
he is aware that a supplemental Vote 
has been passed on the 17th July last to 
recoup the Local Taxation (Ireland) 
Account for the grants in aid of Irish 
lunatic asylums; and, can he state 
what action he proposes to take in the 
matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. In 
answer to the second paragraph. the 
Supplementary Estimate was not a 
grant in aid of the maintenance of pauper 
lunatics. If the hon. Member will reter 
to the statement made by my right hon. 
friend the late Secretary to the Treasury 
on the 30th April, 1900,* he will find 
the object with which this Vote was 
taken fully explained. 


Mr. GILHOOLY : Isthis money going 
to the credit of the Irish Local Taxation 
Fund at Dublin Castle ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. Member 
refers to the statement I have mentioned 
he will get all the information available. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: in view 
of the fact that nearly every asylum in 
Ireland has made a complaint in refer 
ence to the same matter, will the right 
hon. Gentleman inquire into the matter 
and lay some statement before the public 
justifying his action ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I have inquired, 
and have corresponded at some length 
with the asylums concerned, but they 
do not accept the explanation I offer. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMON 1] 
that apply to the Clare Asylum, because— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member is about to argue. 


* See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 


| Series], Vol. Ixxxii. page 285. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 
put a question down for Thursday. I 
only wanted to save time. 


SCHULL LETTER CARRIER. 
_ Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether 
the case of Mr. Dempsey, letter carrier 
in the town of Schull,has been considered ; 
and, if so, with what result. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General has sanctioned 
an increase in the wages of the letter 
carrier at Schull, county Cork. 


EYERIES POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether, in 
view of the importance of Eyeries, county 
Cork,as a fishing station, he will reconsider 
his decision and give a Sunday postal 
delivery there. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General regrets that, in 
view of the large deficiency on the existing 
postal service to Eyeries on week days, 
he would not be justified in sanctioning 
additional expense for the purpose of 
providing a Sunday post. 


NAVAL EXPENDITURE IN IRELAND. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty if he can 
state how much of the total Vote for the 
Navy has been expended for the last 
year in Ireland, how it has been expended, 
and how much of the present Vote it is 
proposed to spend in Lreland. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The ac- 
counts of the Admiralty are not kept in 
such a form as to enable this information 
to be given. Any statement on the 
subject is necessarily incomplete, and is 
nothing more than an approximation. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Arising 
out of this matter may I ask the hon. 
Gentleman whether, in view of the in- 
terest naturally felt in Ireland in this 
matter, he cannot take steps to make 


some arrangement to have it known | 
how much the Irish people are likely to: 


participate in the great expenditure on 
the Navy ? 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I do not 
think it would be possible to make a fore- 
cast of the expenditure. It is impossible 
to foresee what the movements of His 
Majesty's ships may be during the vear. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But the 
latter part of the question asks how 
much has been spent in Ireland during 
the last vear. Surely that needs no 
forecast, and can be easily ascertained ! 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: [ do not 
think it would be possible to give any- 
thing more than theapproximateamount. 
| have no objection to endeavouring to 
obtain the information from the hon. 
Member, but I cannot promise to give the 
exact figures. 


Mr. JOYCE: Arising out of that 
answer, are wetounderstandthat the hon. 
Gentleman will give the approximate 
amount ! 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes; it | 


can. 


IRISH PROVISIONS FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty if he will state the 
amount expended for the last vear in 
Ireland in purchasing pork and bacon 
for the Navy ; whether any of this sum 
has been expended with Limerick city 
firms ; and whether he will state the 
amount expended on pork and bacon in 
foreign countries. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: During 
the current financial year £850 worth 
of pork was purchased from foreign 
countries. The whole of the remainder 
of the pork for the Navy—to the value 
of £13,234—was purchased in Ireland. 
The contracts for the supply of Irish 
pork were obtained by Cork firms, 
none of the Limerick firms having been 
successful in their tenders. Bacon is 
not purchased by the Admiralty tor the 
use of the Navy. 


Caprain DONELAN: Has not Irish 
pork proved superior to foreign pork ! 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
had no opportunity of forming a personal 
| opinion. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: May I 
ask the hon. Gentleman if he can give 
an undertaking that no money shall be 
spent in purchasing provisions in foreign 
countries when, seeing that they can be 
obtained in Ireland, there is no justifica- 
tion for it ? 


»*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I do not 
think I can do that. 


LONDONDERRY SHIPBUILDING _ IN- 
DUSTRY—ADMIRALTY CONTRACTS. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
he is aware that the shipbuilding in- 
dustry has been revived on the river 
Foyle, at Londonderry, and whether, 
having regard to the efforts made by the 
local people in promoting this Irish 
enterprise, he will have the yard in- 
spected by technical ofticers of the Ad- 
miralty, as was done by his predecessor 
in 1887, with a view to ascertaining its 
capacity for executing Admiralty con- | 
tracts and having it placed on the Ad- | 
miralty list as eligible for contracts. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: An appli- 
cation has recently been received at the 
Admiralty that the Londonderry Ship- 
building and Engineering Company 
may be considered with reference to 
future Admiralty work, and it is pro- 
posed to make arrangements for inspect- 
ing the establishment to ascertain its 
capabilities. 


GRAND CANAL, IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
is aware that the Board of Works, 
Ireland, exact a tonnage rate in excess 
of the weight carried by canal boats on 
the Grand Canal, Ireland, and that 
vessels coming into Irish ports pay upon 
a registered tonnage less than the cargo 
carried ; and whether he can explain 
the difference of system regarding the 
rating of inland waterway boats and 
ocean vessels. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: If I 


rightly appreciate the question, the hon. 
Member is comparing the tonnage rate 
charged for inland waterways for con- 
veyance of goods with the harbour dues 
charged in respect of ocean vessels in 
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ports. Conveyance rates and harbour 


dues do not seem to me to be comparable. 


THE EASTER RECESS. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he will consider the expediency 
of shortening the Easter Recess, in view 
of the pressure it will put on the House 
in the closing months of the session ; 
and whether he will consider the advisa- 
bility of utilising any spare time that 
may be available either at the Whitsun- 
tide Recess or by an earlier adjournment 
in the autumn. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLtrour, Manchester, 
E.): The question of the expediency of 
shortening the Faster Recess in view of 


the pressure put on the House in the 
closing months of the session does not 
seem to be very popular. If the holidays 
were diminished at the Easter end, it 
would mean sitting on the Thursday 
before Good Friday, which would be a 
very inconvenient day. I do not think 
that would be for the general benefit of 
the House. On the other hand, if the 
holidays were diminished at the Whitsun- 
tide end, that would mean the cutting 
off of three days—namely, Monday, 
Tuesday, and Wednesday—in order to 
get one ‘Government day, and I hardly 
see how that would materially shorten 
the session, at the end of which Govern- 
ment business is usua'ly congested. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that many Mem- 
bers of the House would prefer to have a 
longer holiday at Whitsuntide than at 
Easter | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I doubt if it 
would be felt generally convenient to 
sacrifice three days in order to secure 
an additional day for the Government. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware of the general 
interest fe’t in the first Order of the day 
for Wednesday, 17th April—the Bill of 
the hon. Member for Derby affecting 
employment in coal mines, as to which 
there is a possibi ity of some agreement ? 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I would 
also call attention to the second Order 
for the Tuesday. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 


doubt that great interest is taken in 
every Order, but that does not touch the 
question put to me by the hon. Member 
for Flintshire. 


AGRICULTURAL LAND RATING ACT. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury if he can now inform the 
House when the proposal to renew the 
Agricu'tural Land Rating Act will be 
made, and if it will be by a separate 
motion or by inclusion in the Expiring 
Laws Continuance Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
the hon. Gentleman any information as 
yet with regard to the date at which this 
matter will be dealt with by the House, 
but in all probability it will be by a 
separate motion, and not by any modifi- 
cation of the Expiring Laws Continuance 
Bill. 


BIMETALLISM. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether any steps 
have been taken to call together an 


currency question with a view to re- 
establish a bimetallic currency. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


POET LAUREATESHIP. 

Mr. EDWARDS (Radnorshire): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the post of Poet Laureate became 
vacant on the demise of the Crown ; 
and, if so, whether he will consider the 
advisability of abolishing the office. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


propose to make any change. 


We do not 


LAND TAX COMMISSIONERS’ NAMES 
I 


aL. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government intend to 
introduce a Land Tax Commissioners’ 
Names Bill this session. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I 
understand that it is not necessary. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: 


the custom at the commencement of | 
Parliament to introduce a Land 


each 
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Tax Commissioners’ Names Bill!) Why 
has that practice been departed from ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman had better give notice 
of that question. I am informed that 
it is not necessary to do as he suggests. 


SUPPLY—ARRANGEMENT OF VOTES 
—PROPOSED COMMITTEE. 

Stir WALTER THORBURN (Peebles 
and Selkirk): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, whether, in the 
interests of the adequate discussion of 
the Votes in Supply, he will appoint 
a Committee of the House to consider 
and report upon the appropriation of a 
specified time for each class of Votes, 
with the view of securing reasonable 
discussion for the most important Votes 
during the period allotted for Supply. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | am greatly 
in favour, as my hon. friend is aware, 
of a proposal which would lead to a 
Committee of this House being appointed 
for the allocation of the successive Votes 
in the business of Supply. I think my 
hon. friend proposes to go rather further 
than that, and to entrust to this Com- 


: : : : , mittee the determination of the exact 
international conference to consider the 


length of time which each discussion 
should occupy. I see much greater 
difficulty in that proposal than in my 
more modest suggestion. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Will 
the Committee be moved at an early 
date ? 

Mr. 
bably. 


A. J. BALFOUR: Very pro- 


SELECTION (“STANDING COMMITTEES). 
, Mr. Hatsty reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection: That they had dis- 


charged the following Member from the 


Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures :—Sir Charles Dalrymple ; 
and had appointed in substitution : 
Colonel Williams. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


| HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 


Is it not) 





‘the Housing of the Working Classes, 


AND RATING. 
Bill to amend the Law relating to 
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tu establish Fair Rent Courts, and to 
amend the Law of Rating, ordered to 
be brought in by Dr. Macnamara, Mr. 
John Burns, Captain Norton, Dr. Ship- 
man, Mr. George White, Mr. Stuart 
Samuel, and Mr. Bell. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
AND RATING BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
Housing of the Working Classes, to 
establish Fair Rent Courts, and to 
amend the Law of Rating,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, 18th April. 
and to be printed. [Bill 123.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING (LONDON). 

Bill to provide for the adjustment, 
in accordance with changes of boundary 
effected under The London Government 
Act, 1899, of the areas within which 
Local Authorities and Companies are 
authorised to supply electricity, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour 
and Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING (LONDON) BILL. 

‘To provide for the adjustment, in 
accordance with changes of boundary 
effected under The London Government 
Aet, 1899, of the areas within which 
Local Authorities and Companies are 
authorised to supply electricity,’’ pre- | 
sented, and read the first time: to be 
read a second time upon Thursday, and 
to be printed. | Bill 124.] 


HOME INDUSTRIES. 

Bill for the better regulation of Home 
Industries, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Charles Douglas, Mr. John 
Burns, Mr. Churchill, Colonel Denny, 
Mr. Emmott, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Munro 
Ferguson, and Mr. J. W. Wilson. 


HOME INDUSTRIES BILL. 

“For the better regulation of Home 
Industries,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, 6t h May. and to be printed. 
{ Bill 125.| 
CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and uestion proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


‘COMMONS! 


Fund Bill, 
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ADMINISTRATION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ACT IN IRELAND. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): We wish to take this opportunity 
oi drawing attention to the condition 
of Local Government in Ireland. At 
this moment the situation in regard to 
local administration in that country is 
sufficiently serious to engage the atten- 
tion of Parliament. Grave dissatisfac- 
tion exists, is increasing, and is likely to 
increase, owing to the policy of the Local 
Government Board towards the local 
authorities. As a consequence of this 
dissatisfaction the efficiency of Irish 
Local Government will be seriously com- 
promised. Irish local bodies are ani- 
mated with a sincere desire to administer 
the Local Government Act to the greatest 
advantage of the community. I can 
speak from my own experience. Since 
I have had the honour to be associated 
in the administration of the local affairs 
of my own county with the County 
Council of Wexford and the District 
Council and the Board of Guardians of 
Gorey, I can speak of the zeal, energy, 
and self-sacrifice with which the mem- 
hers of these bodies have sinee the in- 
ception of the Irish Local Government 
Act endeavoured to do their duty to the 
public. The same may be said of the 
local bodies all over Ireland. Their 
members have cheerfully sacrificed their 
time, their convenience, and their money 
to discharge their duties to the greatest 
possible public advantage. The Local 
Government Act is a complicated and 
badly-drafted measure. The Irish local 
authorities have worked hard to make 
the best of it, and, in spite of the imper- 
fections of the Act, and in spite of the 
complexity of the Act, they have sue- 
ceeded to a wonderful extent. Our 
local bodies are universally and specially 
anxious to diminish the expense of ad- 
ministration, but, notwithstanding all 
their efforts, we find that the expense 
of loeal administration in’ Ireland in- 
creases every vear by leaps and bounds. 
One would have thought that in their 
endeavours to administrate the Act eft- 
ciently, and to keep down the expense 
of administration, the Irish local authori- 
ties would have had the assistance of 
the Local Government Board for Ireiand, 
but at every point they have been han- 
pered and obstructed by the Local 
Government Board, with the result that 
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intense dissatisfaction prevails all over 
the country at their unwarranted inter- 
ference. 

The action of the Local Government 
Board, speaking generally, is quite un- 
constitutional ; we believe that it is in 
many cases illegal. A significant case 
in point is that of the Wexford County 
Council. to which I mean shortly to 
refer. Hitherto the high-handed action 
of the Local Government Board has been 
allowed to pass unchallenged. This is 
not so likely to oceur in the future, as 
the result of certain cases which have 
heen recently decided in the Law Courts. 
| foresee in consequence an enormous 
increase of litigation throughout the 
country, with a corresponding waste of 
public money, unless the authority of 


Parliament is immediately used to stop | 


the evil. 

The case of Wexford proves the neces- 
sity of thoroughly examining, and as far 
as possible resisting, the mandates of the 
Local Government Board. The last 
stage of this Wexford dispute is set out 
in a Return presented the other day 
which is in the hands of Members. But 
before dealing with the case may I say a 
word about the Return itself? The 
Return is drawn up in a confusing 
manner ; for instance, Exhibits D and E | 
(the statements of the county council), | 
on page 25, are in answer to exhibits B) 
and C on page 31 (the statement of the | 
county surveyor); the statements in| 
Exhibits D and E on page 25 are in 
answer to the statements similarly num- 
bered in Exhibits B and C on page 31. 
These Exhibits should be examined 
together to explain the case of the county | 
council. Similarly Exhibit D on page 43 
(the statement of the county council) is 
in answer to Exhibit C on page 42 (the 
statements of the assistant surveyors). | 
The Return is also confusing in other 
respects. But [ make no complaint as | 
far as the Chief Secretary for Ireland is 
eoneerned in relation to this Return. He 
deserves credit for the promptness and 
the courtesy with which he laid this 
Return upon the Table. I do not. pro- 


pose to go into the Return in detail, or to 
answer the points which were put tor- 
ward by the Local Government Board ; 
these points are easily answered, but 
there is no necessity to deal with them | 
now, since the claims of the Local Govern- 
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ment Board were unanimously rejected 
by the judges. 1 may remind the House 
The Local 
Government Board claimed the right to 
increase the salaries of certain officials 
employed by the County Wexiord County 
Council trom 33 per cent. to 90 per cent., 
speaking roughly ; an additional tax of 
something about halfpenny in the pound, 
sufficient, at all events, to put the Tech- 
nical Instructions Acts in force through- 
out the county. Against these increases 
of salaries the council protested, and gave 
reasons for its protest. No attention 
was paid either to its reasons or to its 
protest. Then the Irish Government 
was asked to receive a deputation from 
Wexford and other counties interested 
in this same question, with a view to an 
amicable arrangement. This request 
was refused. Then the Local Govern- 
ment Board served the Wexford County 
Council and the other county councils 
with a Sealed Order commanding them 
to pay these increased salaries. This is 
the first instance in which the Sealed 
Order has been used in the case of county 

i The Sealed Order, it is worth 
noting, is am instrument unknown in 
England ; it has been specially invented 
for the benefit of Ireland. It would not 
be tolerated for a moment in England, 
where public opinion is in favour of 
respectful treatment of local govern- 
ing bodies by the central government 
Department in London. But the Sealed 
favourite instrument of 
administration in Ireland. Then in July 
last I moved the adjournment of the 
House for the purpose of discussing this 
new and unprecedented form of dealing 
with Irish county councils by serving 
them with Sealed Orders, and with a 


| view also to a general ventilation of the 


ease for the purpose of inducing the 
yovernment to adopt a moderate course. 
My motion came to nothing. I was told 
that my proceeding was an abuse of the 
privileges of the House; and so the 
matter rested as far as Parliament was 
concerned. 

All their attempts at conciliation 
having failed, and having been driven 
into a corner, the County Council of 
Wexford, together with other county 
councils, decided to go to law with the 
Local Government Board with a view to 
securing a revision of the ease. Unior- 
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tunately, in the Court of Queen’s Bench 
the trial went against us, mainly owing 
to certain affidavits of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to which I propose to refer 
later. An important point was gained, 
however, in this trial, namely, that the 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
can now be put aside on certiorari. 
Previous to this trial the Local 
Government Board evidently considered 
themselves above all law. Undeterred 
by the failure of this action, the 
Wexford County Council carried their 
case to the Court of Appeal, and there 


they gained a complete victory. The 
decision in this matter is the most 


important judicial pronouncement made 
in Ireland for years, and one of the rare 
instances in Irish history in which the 
people have found the law on their side, 
and not on the side of their oppressors. 
The case undoubtedly will have an 
important bearing on the future of Irish 
administration. It will make for peace 
if the Government have sense, or it will 
make for further turmoil if the Govern- 
ment so elect; and if the Government 
wish for further fighting I can assure 
them we are ready to oblige them in this 
respect. The decisions of the judges in 
the Court of Appeal are given fully in 
the Return to which | have referred. | 
would ask English Members to read the 
judgments in the case, and form their 
own opinions upon them. As I have 
already said, I do not propose now to go 
into the details of this Return, or to 
answer the arguments put forward by 
the Local Government Board. It would 
he easy to answer them, but there is no 
need. They did not weigh with the 
judges, or prevent the case being deter- 
mined in our favour. I may, however, 
be permitted to touch upon one or two 
points to illustrate how Irish local bodies 
are treated by the Local Government 
Board for Ireland. 

One contention of the Wexford County 
Council was that the Order of the Local 
(Government Board increasing the salaries 
of their officers was unjust. Let me quote 
on this point Chief Baron Palles—- 

“It was argued that the Order was made 
in disregard of natural justice, because the 
Council ao not a proper opportunity of 
hearing what was alleged against them and of 
being heard in reference toit. This second 


ground raises a question so important that 
[ prefer not to express my opinion with 


reference to it.” 
Sir Thomas Esmonde. 


(COMMONS! 
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It will be noted that the Chief Baron does 
not express disapproval of our contention. 
Later on | will quote Lord Justice Holmes 
on the same point. 


From this Return the House will see 
that the Judges unanimously decided that 
the action of the Local Government Board 
was in excess oi their jurisdiction. This 
is a serious reflection on a Government 
Department holding the extremely re- 
sponsible position occupied by the Local 
Government Board, and if in this Wex- 
ford case the Loca! Government Board 
have exceeded their jurisdiction, in how 
many other cases may they not have ex- 
ceeded it--eases which have never been 
brought into the Court of Appeal! And 
if they have so exceeded their jurisdiction 
to-day, what is to prevent them exceeding 
their jurisdiction upon some other ques: 
tion to-morrow? | will ask leave to 
quote shortly from some of the judgments 
upon this point— 


“This brings us to the third ground, that 
the decision was based upon a wrong principle 
| cannot think that the arguments in this 
Court upon this part of ‘the case were 
identical with those which were presented in 
the Queen’s Bench Division. [ gather from 
the judgment of Mr. Justice Gibson that the 
ground of impeachment there relied on was 
that the determination proceeded on the 
application of a predetermined general scale, 
without due consideration of the facts and 
circumstances of the particular case, and no 
doubt that argument was one of those presented 
to us upon this portion of the case. 

“Tt was, however, further argued before us 
that the matter determined by the Board was 
a matter different from that which they had 
jurisdiction to determine. ‘Their jurisdiction, 
it was rightly said, was to determine increase 
of remuneration in proportion to increase of 
duties. What they did determine, it) was 
alleged, was the total amount of remunera- 
tion for all duties, including those which were 
performed before the Act. It is clear, indeed 
it is admitted, that if they did this they ex 
ceeded their jurisdiction.” — (Chief Baron 
Palles, p. 9, in Return.) 


[ quote further from the Chief Baron— 


‘‘There is no doubt that in the case under 
consideration (I eary *s case) the increase 
of salary was arrived at by deducting his 
former salary, £80, from the £150 fixed by the 
seale.” (In the Board’s letter of the 23rd Feb- 
ruary, 1900.) ‘* Thus what they have fixed is 
the total salary and nct the increase of salary. 
In determining as they have done a material 
point must have been the remuneration which 
ought to be received for the duties these 
officers performed before the Act, but the 
Board has no power to determine this. ; 
The action of the Board as described in this 
letter was in excess of their jurisdiction. 
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And the Chief Baron goes on to 
say— 


“In Mr. Webster’s case I therefore hold 
that the Board determined a matter wholly 
outside of. their jurisdiction.” 


I will quote now from Lord Justice | 


FitzGibbon, page 15 of Return :-- 


“In the case of Assistant Surveyor Leary, it 
is hard to believe that the Act of 1898 can 
have doubled his work, and nothing appears 
to explain this donbling of his salary except a 
determination to pay ‘him more for his old 
work as well as for his new. The same prin- 
ciple seems to have been adopted in the case 
of the Council Surveyor Webster, and there is 
no evidence to the contrary, Upon this 
ground and in this respeet I think the Orders 
now before us are made in exces of juris- 
diction and are therefore bad. The Board con- 

verted Section 115 (18) from being a protection 
of vested interests into an occasion of raising 
salaries all round, and this it had no juris- 
diction to do.” 


I now wish to direct attention to 
another point. In this case the Judges 
were at considerable pains to reconcile the 
affidavits filed on behalf of the Local 
Government Board with the letters 
written by the Local Government Board 
to the Wexford County Council. It 
will be remembered that the previous 


trial in the Queen's Bench, in which the | 


Wexford County Council was defeated, 
was to a large extent ruled by these affi- 
davits. I will quote from Chief Baron 
Palles, page 9 of Return-- 


‘Let us therefore see what was the action 
of the Board in this matter, The relevant 
material before us are four letters of the 
Board—namely, those of the 7th and 23rd of | 
February, the 27th June, and 6th July, and 
the atlidavi its of the Vice-President. It is 
suggested by Mr. Matheson” (the Counsel for 
the Board) ‘‘ that the letters of the Board were 
inaccurate, having been written hurriedly in 
consequence of an 1 alleged insufficiency of the 
staff. The affidavits from Sir H. Robinson do 
not allege or even hint at any such mistake, 
and it is to be remembered that they were 
filed in answer to affidavits on the part of the 
prosecutor (the County Council of Wex- 
ford), which referred toand relied upon the 
letters in question. Such a statement, befo e 
Icould act upon it, should be supported by | 
clear and satisfactory evidence, and of such | 
evidence I do not find a trace. I consequently | 
find myself coerced to hold that they truly | 
represent the action of the Board.” 


On the next page of the Return the | 
Chief Baron says :— 
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(The letter was written to the Wex- 
ford County Council on the 23rd 
February, 1900). 

I quote again from the Chief Baron— 


“As to the county surveyor, Mr. Webster, 
the ground of impeachment is not so clearly 
made out. That mode does not appear as 
clearly from the letters of the Local Govern- 
ment Board in this case as it does in reference 
to the assistant surveyors, and the Board 
within whose sole knowledge it is, have not 
thought it proper 'o bring before us as fully 
in my opinion as was desirable in proceeding 
under the Act of Parliament, which contem- 
plates the individualism of each county. 
Prima facie, neither uniformity nor scale 
should have any place.” 


On page 18 of the Return Lord Justice 
Holmes says :— 

‘We have here letters deliberately written 
by the official whose duty it is to make known 
the views and decisions of the Local Govern- 
ment Board.” 


I leave to the apologists of the Local 
Government Board to explain the differ- 
ence between their letters and their 
affidavits, which evoked such comments 
from the Judges of the Court of Appeal. 
but in view of the criticisms of the judges 
it would be interesting to know who 
wrote the letters in question. Was it 
anyone in authority in the Local Govern- 
ment Board, or was it an irresponsible 
clerk ? I would suggest an inquiry into 
this matter ; I think we have a right to 
be informed upon it, and I would further 
of this officer to 
some other sphere where his talents 
would find proper and fitting application, 
say to Tientsin or to the Yang-tsze Valley, 
for his methods savour very strongly of 
those of the heathen Chinee. 

I come now to the judgment of Lord 
Justice Holmes. I doubt if this judg- 
ment gave much satisfaction to the Local 
Government Board, but it certainly gave 
intense satisfaction to those interested in 
Irish Local Government. It is the most 
important and most instructive comment 
on the methods of administration in Ire- 
land that I have ever read from the Irish 
Bench. On page 18 of the Return Lord 
| Justice Holmes says :— 

‘* It might have been more prudent if, before 


| considering the Memorandum and Petition (of 
| officers interested) the Board had called the 


| attention of the council to these documents, 


“ The answer presented by the Counsel for | 
the Board. ‘ is ¢hat the affidavit | 
. shows that the Board did not do 
what i is stated i in this letter that it did do.” 
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and invited their comment thereon ; but if the 
letters of February were, as I should have 
regarded them myself, and as the county 
council regarded them, not a final determina- 
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tion of the matter, but a statement of what 
was in contemplation, no harm would have 
resnited. On the receipt of these letters the 
council took a judicious course ; it forwarded 
a statement of the reasons against the increase 
of salaries, which, whether they were good or 
bad, were at ieast worthy of consideration. 
The rep y to this document has caused me 
much su prise, and I feel myself bound to say 
that if it accurately reflects the spirit in which 
the Local Government Board has uncertaken 
the important duties imposed upon it by the 
Act, no one can wonder if the result be friction 
an: unp'easantness with the local authorities. 
Its purport is that if the arguments put 
forwa'd in support of their protest - 
hal been furnished to the Board in 
the previous autumn it (the Board) 
would have weighed very carefully the council’s 
opinion before deciding upon the increased 
silarie~ to he allowed. This must mean, if it 
has any eaning, that arguments, relating to 
the pertormance of a public duty involving 
the rights and liabilities of officers and rate- 
payer-, submitted by one of the interested 
parties, which would or at least might have 


deserved to be weighed very cerefully, were | 


to be wholly disregarded because they had 
not been submitted at an earlier period. 
When it is remembered that the only notice 
of anv kind given to the council was a letter 
of August—” 


this was not a letter at all, but a badly 
printed circular, numbered 317, to which 
nobody would be likely to pay any atten- 
tion unless their notice was specially 
directed to it— 


“received at a time when the newly con- 
stituted bodies had only begun to learn their 
duties, that the board had never informed 
the Council of the Memorandum and Petition 
of the olticers, and that the inquiry con- 
sequent thereon was conducted behind the 
back. of the parties interested; above all, 
when itis renembered that it was not until 
two months later that the sealed orders were 
issued, and that therefore the matter was still 
sub judice, the April letter must be regarded 
as a very curious contribution to official 
literature.” 


I will now quote from this letterof April 
this very curious contribution to official 
literature— 


** Local Government Board, 
** Dublin, 30th April, 1901. 


“Sir,—The Local Government Board for 
Ireland have had before them the resolutions 
of the Wexford County Council of the 
28th ult. and 3rd inst. on the subject of the 
salaries fixed by the Board for the county 
surveyor and the assistant surveyors in the 
county, and in reply the Board desire to state 
that if the arguments put forward by the coun- 
cil in support of their protest against the in- 
creased salaries of the county surveyor and his 
assistants had heen furnishel to the Local 
Government Board last autumn, when they 
invitel the views of the council upon the 


Sir Thomas Esmonde. 


{COMMONS} 
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claims of these officers, the Board would have 
weighed very carefully the councils opinions 
before they decided upon the increased salaries 
to be allowed in this case. The council, 
however, did not intervene in the matter, 
either by supplying the Local Government 
Board with any statement of their views or 
by coming to an agreement with these ofticers, 
and the Board had under these circumstances 
only to fulfil the obligations imposed upon them 
by Section 115 of the Act.” 


I would like to say, in the first place, 
that in December previous the county 
council had put their views before the 
Local Government Board, and, secondly, 
that it was not possible for the county 
council to come to any agreement 
with their ofticers, for their officers were 
looking to the Local Government Board 
to settle their case, and no agreement 
with them by the county council would 
have been possible. 

‘‘With regard to the council’s resolution 

the Board have only to remark that while the 
council admit that these officers have certain 
increased duties to perform, they nevertheless 
propose to allow them no increase of salary 
whatever ” 
Here I must remark that the Local 
Government Board apparently did not 
read the communications they receive 
from the Wexford County Council. 
That council never admitted that there 
was any increase of duties devolving on 
their officers, while they expressly stated 
that they had no objection whatever to 
paying increased remuneration for 1- 
creased duties if increased duties could he 
proved. 

I may now quote the reply of 
the Wexford County Council, which 
epitomises the entire case— 


“That we declined to comply with the 


demands of the Local Government Board for 


increased remuneration in the case of our 
county surveyor and assistant surveyors, no 
reason having been advanced by the Local 
Government Board for increasing the salaries 
of these officers. That the notice of the trans- 
action received by this council from the Lo-al 
Government Board was quite insufficient, the 
only intimation being the receipt of a bally- 
printed cireular which was sent to the secre- 
tary of the County Council instead of being 
sent, as it should have been, to the chairman 
and every member of the council. and in the 
extreme pressure of business connected with 
putting the Act into operation and the effort 
made bv this council to deal with the deluge 
of cireulars which poured in upon them last 
year, the urgency of the matter escaped our 
notice. That as a simple matter of equity 
and ordinary courfesy the council had the 


lright to expect that a question of such 
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importance would not have been decided by 
the Local Government Board without their 
takiny further steps if necessary to ascertain 
the views of the representatives of the rate- 
payers upon it. This consideration has been 
admitted to weigh with the Local Government 
Board in their subsequent correspondence with 
this council, in which they are pleased to 


intimate that if they had known what the | 


true state of the case was when they delivered 
their judgment, that judgment would have 
been different from what it was.” 


J invite English Members to read this 
reply of the county council in conjunction 
with Lord Justice Holmes’s judgment,and 
form thereon their conclusion as to 
whether that reply is not both appro- 
priate and correct. And now the con- 
test has entered on another phase. 
Instead of allowing the matter to rest, 
the Local Government Board have decided 
to reopen the case, and their explanation 
for this proceeding is quaint in the 
extreme. They admit that their pro- 
ceedings have been informal—informal 
in the face of the unanimous decision of 
the judges, expressed in terms unprece- 
dented in Irish law! Informal! Wholly 


unconstitutional and grossly _ illegal 
would have been nearer thetruth. Their 


proceedings, they say, have been in- 
formal, and so they intend to begin 
again. They propose to hold an inquiry 
with a view to increasing the contested 
salaries. I invite the Government to 
consider seriously what they are about 
todo. There is quite sufficient ill-feeling 
already over this business, and do they 
wish to aggravate it? There is such a 
thing as law, no doubt, but there is also 
such a thing as policy, and the Govern- 
ment should consider if it is worth while 
to insist upon their pound of flesh with 
the result of reducing Irish local adminis- 
tration to a condition of chaos. The 
Attorney General will tell us that the 
law gives no alternative ; I tell him that 
it does. You have your Orders in 
Council which have the effect of law ; you 
have other remedies besides; you can 
make use of them if you choose, and 
so make your selection. It is utterly 
immaterial to me and to my hon. friends 
what vou do. The Irish people are quite 
as ready to fight you on the Local Govern- 
ment Act as on any other question. We 
have no doubt as to who will win in the 


end, and, as I told the Government last | 


July that the people of Wexford, though 
not anxious to fight, would fight if com- 
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pelled, so I tell you now that they will 
fight you again if necessary, not for the 
sake of the few hundred pounds yearly 
in question, but for the sake of the 
principle at stake. The principle at 
stake in this contest is the right of the 
people to manage their own affairs. If 
we are not allowed to manage our own 
affairs, we will allow nobody else to 
manage them—so make your selection. 

I protest against the reopening of this 
case. I protest against the proposed 
inquiry by the Local Government Board ; 
in the face of the judgment of the Court 
of Appeal the proceeding is simply 
indecent. I protest against the inquiry 
on the grounds that the Local Govern- 
ment Board are interested parties and 
incompetent to do justice in the matter. 
[ protest against the inquiry for another 
reason, which is found in the Act itself. 
I quote from Chief Baron Palles on page 
7 in the Return— 
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“«The determination of the Board as to the 
increase of duties and fixing the increase of 
remuneration in due proportion to the increase 
of duties so determined, if made within juris- 
diction, will bind the council and impose 
liability upon them whether the amount so 
determined be right or wrong ; if, for instance, 
the increase in duties was in tact 20 per cent., 
and the Buard determined that it was 50 per 
cent., and accordingly determined that the 
increase of remuneration should be equal to 
50 per cent. of the former remuneration, that 
decision would bind the council.” 


Now it is obvious that Parliament never 
intended this injustice. This is a blot 
in the Act which must be removed before 
any inquiry can take place. My county 
council have recently held a meeting to 
consider this question of inquiry. They 
have acted with singular moderation, con- 
sidering the provocation they have re- 
ceived. They have passed the following 
resolution— 

‘In reply to the Local Government Board’s 
request that we name a date for an inquiry 
into the que-tion of the future remuneration 
of the county and deputy surveyors, it is 
hereby resolved that the Loca] Government 
Board, having previously fixed the remunera- 
tion of the-e officers illegally, as decided by the 
Court of Appeal, we hod that the Local 
Government Board is thereby prejudiced, and 
consequently in our opinion incapable of doing 
justice as between us and onr officers ; and we 
claim that the proposed inqniry be remitted 
to arbitrators selected by those interested.” 


If we are to have an inquiry, let us have 
an impartial inquiry in this case of Wex- 


3C 2 
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ford as well as in the other cases. There 
will be no difficulty in finding arbitrators 
in Ireland who will command the confi- 


dence of both parties interested in this | 


dispute, and whose decision will be accep- 
ted as final. 

And now one word as regards the cost 
of this inquiry. We are told that the 
Local Government Board has no option 
but to charge us with the costs of the 
inquiry. Let me quote again from Chief 
Baron Palles— 


** Under Sub-section 3 of the Application of 
Enactments Order, the Local Government 
Board may direct the costs of the inquiry to 
be paid by councils, and such orders may be 
made rules of the High Court.” 


The Local Government Board may direct 
the costs of the inquiry to be paid by the 
local authorities, but there is no compul- 


sion in the matter; the clause is purely 


permissive, and it is just as easy for the 
Local Government Board to direct that 
the costs of these inquiries shall not be 
paid by the local authorities as to direct 
that they shall. The costs can be de- 
frayed out of public funds. Our fighting 
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County Council, and what does the Local 
,Government Board say ? 

“T am happy to state that the county 
council (of Wexford) and its finance committee 
appear to manage their business with judgment 
and discretion, and to exercise a careful super- 
vision over the management and disbursement 
of the funds entrusted to their charge. I have 
only to add that the secretary’s accounts have 
been most accurately and carefully kept. — 
W. Gibson, Auditor, Local Government 
Board Dublin ; 8th February, 1901.” 


We have had a similar certificate of 
character on the conclusion of each 
year since the administration of the 
Local Government Act began, and this 
is the council which is to be penalised 
for its defence of the rights of local 
government in Ireland. I earnestly 
invite the attention of the Chief Secre- 
tary to this matter. I have now done 
with the case of the Wexford County 
Council. I leave it to the judgment of 
the House, and I leave it to the House 
|to say if a body acting as the Local 
/Government Board has acted is fit to 
| be entrusted with the far-reeching powers 
conferred on it by the Act of 1898. 

| Inconelusion, I wish to give expression 


with the Local Government Board has/|to my views upon the general question 


already cost us in the county Wexford 
a considerable sum of money. As we 
have been declared in the right. we should 
be indemnified for the expense to which 
we have been put already, and if there is 
to be a further re-opening of the case, it 
should not be at our expense. I therefore 
claim on behalf of my county council, first, 
that the issue between us and the Local 
Government Board shall be decided by 
arbitration unless the Government will 
give me a pledge that we shall have the 
right of appeal in the event of our finding 
the result of the proposed inquiry unjust ; 
secondly, that the expense of this contest 
so far, and the expense of any further 
inquiry or appeal from that inquiry, shall 
not bea charge upon the ratepayers of the 
county of Wexford. Consider for a 
moment what is the character of the 
county council which the Local Govern- 
ment Board invite you to attack. If it 
were an improvident council or an in- 
competent council, a dishonest or a self- 
seeking council, there might be some 
excuse for crippling it with law costs. I 
go to the Local Government Board itself 
tor the character of the County Wexford 


Sir Thomas Esmonde. 


of administration of local affairs in Ire- 
land as affected by the Local Government 
Board. It is notorious that the Local 
Government Act has not fulfilled the 
promises which were made in its behalf. 
We were promised equal rights with 
England. We have been given nothing 
of the sort. Apart from the concession 
of the elective principle we have gained 
nothing. We are only doing now, at 
a vastly increased expenditure of time, 
and money, and energy and convenience, 
what was done before in a quarter the 
time and at half the cost. The business 
of Irish local administration has been 
enormously complicated, for no reason 
that I can discover except to enable 
the Local Government Board to posture 
as a sphinx. The time of our local 
councils is perpetually wasted in dis- 
cussing Local Government Board conun- 
drums, to which, very often, the Local 
Government Board itself cannot supply 
an answer. The councils have no con- 
trol over their officers. The Local 
Government Board controls the officers. 
The Local Government Board is the 
master of the officers. The officers look 
to the Local Government Board and 
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not to their councils, and this is destruc- 
tive to local government. It is a noto- 
rious fact that we had no trouble with 
our officers until the Local Government 
Board sent out its ill-omened circular 
of August, 1899. Since the issue of 
that circular there has been unceasing 
trouble; that circular has cost the rate- 
payers of Ireland thousands of pounds. 
The object of the Local Government 
Board apparently is to establish a new 
garrison in Ireland of civil servants. 
They find that unless they can control 
the officers they will be unable to control 
the councils; hence their frantic en- 
deavours to supplant the councils in 
the loyalty of their officers. I have 
said that thousands of pounds of the 
ratepayers’ money have been spent on 
needless law since the issue of that 
circular. Thousands of pounds more 
will follow. This new law tax is only 
beginning to grow. One of these days, 
| propose to move for a Return giving 
the amount expended in law by Irish 
local bodies since the inception of the 
Local Government Act, and if I am 
granted this Return it will be a startling 
revelation as to the waste of money of 
the ratepayers. 

On the whole, Sir, it seems to 
me that there is no way of dealing 
with this question except by the 
appointing of a Commission to in- 
quire into the working of the Local 
Government Act in Ireland, into the 
operations of the Local Government 
Board, into the increased expense of 
administration, and into the status of 
Irish councils compared to English and 


Scotch, and to suggest remedies, if pos- | 


sible, for the condition of things which 
prevails with us; for, as things go now, 
{rish local government is becoming just 
as great a farce as it is a misnomer. 
We are growing sick of it, sick of con- 
tinual dictation and interference. We 
have our own business to attend to, 
and we cannot submit to perpetual 
worrying by a clique of unknown officials 
without either responsibility or stake 
in the country, who pay no rates, who 
only raise them, and who apparently 
have as much knowledge of as they 
have sympathy with the people. 

There are two courses which Irish 
local bodies are likely to be tempted 
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ment altogether, and to let the Local 
Government Board carry on the business 
and collect the rates, in which event 
I wish the Local Government Board 
joy of their undertaking ; or, secondly, 
for the local bodies to come together, 
and join together and set the Local 
Government Board at defiance. This 
I think the better policy. If the local 
councils will go on in their own way, 
disregarding the Local Government 
Board, never minding Local Government 
Board circulars, letters, Sealed Orders and 
all the rest of their tomfoolery, never 
minding their inspectors or their auditors, 
|the Local Government Board will be 
extremely angry, but it will be powerless 
in the face of a general policy to this 
effect. The Local Government Board 
inay perhaps succeed in coercing a single 
board of guardians, but the Local Govern- 
ment Board cannot coerce an_ Irish 
county, much less an Irish province 
or combination of counties. My last 
word to the Government is, reform the 
Local Government Board. It is an 
anachronism in its present shape, and 
/it must be changed. My advice to the 
| Government is to make the Local Govern- 
ment Board representative and Irish- 
to introduce the elective principle into 
its constitution, and in that way to bring 
it into touch and sympathy with the 
people whose concerns it is now mis- 
managing. JI would urge upon the 
Government not to delay, otherwise 
the Local Government Board will surely 
land them in further trouble. It has 
come to this now with us, that the 
Government must choose between the 
Local Government Board in its present 
shape and local government in Ireland, 
for the two cannot exist together. 














Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) de- 
clared that the action which had been 
shown by the Courts to be illegal was not 
confined to Wexford. He had had 
communications from various councils 
showing that the Local Government 
Board had increased the salaries of officers 
by seventy-five per cent. over the original 
amounts, and fifty per cent. beyond the 
sum the councils were prepared to give. 
Surely the elected representatives of 
the people, who were mostly large rate- 
payers, living in the different counties, 








to adopt. First to give up local govern- | 


were the people who best understood 
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the needs and requirements of the 
districts, and realised whether the duties 
of the officials had been increased to an 
extent to warrant such increases of salary. 
Take the case of the county surveyor 
in South Tipperary. His salary was 
£600 a year; the county council were 
willing to increase it by £100; but the 
Local Government Board stepped in and 
ordered a salary of £852 to be paid. 
The county council refused to pay it, 
they defeated the Local Government 
Board in the Courts; a few days after- 
wards the board withdrew from the 
matter, and nothing had been heard 
about it since. But what had been the 
consequence ? The officials instead of 
being the servants, now wanted to be 
the masters. The county surveyor of 


South Tipperary attended thelast meeting 


of the finance committee, and instead 
of accepting £800 a year declared he 
wanted £1,200 and would fight for it, 
That was the teaching of the Local 
Government Board. Officials were now 
telling county councils that they would 
do as they liked in regard to certain 
matters, and that in so doing they would 
have the protection of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. A question of great interest 
was whether those cases in which county 
and district councils had made arrange- 
ments with their officers under a false 
impression as to the real state of the law, 
would be reopened in consequence of 
the decision of the Court of Appeal. 
The Local Government Board would 
certainly have to be reformed. The 
Local Government Act would never 
work properly unless there was a change 
of administration. The board was com- 
posed of gentlemen taken exclusively 
from the landlord section of the commu- 
nity. Under the Local Government 
Act the occupiers, not the landlords, paid 
the greater portion of the rates, and 
certainly the section who paid the largest 
proportion of the rates ought to have 
the largest representation upon the 
central controlling body. What was the 
qualification of the gentleman who, 
immediately after the passing of the Act, 
was placed on the board in command 
of the councils? Simply that he was 
the leader of the landlord party in county 
Tipperary, and that when the Home 
Rule movement was strong in England, 
he came over and on every possible 


Mr. Cullinan. 
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platform defained his countrymen, and 
tried to prove their unworthiness to 
govern themselves. The medical officers, 
the poor-law inspectors, and the auditors, 
employed by the Local Government 
Board to carry out the Act, were either 
lawyers without briefs, doctors without 
practice, Orangemen, Army pensioners, 
or sons of Unionist representatives of 


Ulster. When some time ago a few 
representatives of the popular class 


were appointed on the board, and had to 

_visit the different boards of guardians 
and the various institutions, there was 
never the slightest trouble .with the 
officials or with the boards, simply 
‘because these gentlemen were in sym- 
pathy with the poor and with the repre- 
sentatives who had been elected. 

Until 1880, boards of guardians in 
| Ireland were controlled by the ex officio 
,and landlord element. In 1880 the 

national element obtained the control, 
and when they came to discharge their 
duties they found the workhouses in the 
most disgraceful state—bad ‘ventilation, 
unplastered walls, unceiled rooms, dirt 
and filth of every description, wretched 
straw heaps on the floor for the poor to 
sleep on, and dirty vessels out of which 
they had to take their food. That was 
the legacy bequeathed by the landlord 
element. ‘The first step of the popular 
representatives was to improve this 
wretched system, but as soon as they did 
that the officials of the Local Government 
Board stepped in and declared that they 
were not doing half enough. The record 
of the board was one of discredit and 
disgrace. It pandered and played to an 
insignificant minority who were trouble- 
some in Ireland. Any person with 
popular leanings who was connected 
with the board was bound to be victi- 
mised by the minority, as was proved 
at the last General Election, when a 
right hon. Gentleman lost his seat in this 
House because he went in for popularising 
the board with which he was connected. 
He would take as an instance the county 
of Tipperary, with which he was con- 
nected. It was the only county in 
Ireland which had two county councils. 
It was ordered that the gentleman, Mr. 
Bailey, who had been Grand Jury Secre- 
tary. should be secretary to both coun- 
cils, but his manner of doing the business 
was so absurdly inefficient that on the 
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plea of the work being too heavy he|county. They represented the people, 
resigned the secretaryship of one, South | and had the interests of the country at 
Tipperary, and retained the other. He | heart. They were satisfied with Mr. 
left the accounts in such a state of ex- | Shee, yet they were told that the Local 
treme confusion that it was necessary for | Government Board would have none of 
the council to pass resolutions ordering | him. The board insisted that he should 
him to employ an accountant to put | be called upon to resign ; threatened the 
things in order. In the end that was | council witha mandamus, with a Sealed 
done. The secretary who was then Order, with legal proceedings of every 
appointed, Mr. Shee, soon had affairs in | description. Yet the council stood by 
a satisfactory condition. But, what | Mr. Shee, and the consequence of the 
happened? The auditor came down, Conservative gentleman on the board 
and required that within a couple of | holding to the same view was that the 
days Mr. Shee should stand an examina- | hands of the board had been stayed. 
tion by a Mr. Saunderson—son of the They had not, however, given in, ‘and 
right hon. Geuthenen opposite, who did ‘their last contemptible resort, after failing 
not object to getting fat salaries for his | to intimidate the council, was not to 
triends and children. Then this Mr. | bring them into open court, for that 
Saunderson. who had passed no examina- | would be too manly and honest a course, 
tion himself, and who would sneer at poor _ but to threaten that if he was retained 
Irishmen because their countrymen any longer as secretary, the auditor 
supported them whilst they fought would surcharge the members of the 
their battles in the House, examined Mr. council. ‘The explanation of all this was 
Shee on the 22nd March, with the result that Mr. Shee was a staunch Nationalist, 
that on the following 5th April there | whilst his predecessor was a staunch 
came down an order stating that Mr. | Unionist and Freemason. This gentle- 
Shee had not passed an examination, man, who was not competent to open 
und the council should proceed to appoint | accounts for them in South Tipperary. 
another secretary. They found that his| who could not read the minutes of the 
writing was bad, and that his spelling was meetings properly, had been granted by 
not good. But the council’s knowledge the Local Government Board an _in- 
of Mr. Shee’s capacity was such, that | crease of salary of £150 a year in North 
they pressed the Local Government | Tipperary. That was the kind of adminis- 
Board to allow him a six months trial, tration which it was necessary to expose, 
at the end of which time the accounts for he believed there were a great many 
und business of the council were put upon English Members of the House who 
a footing of the most excellent order. | believed that there was in Ireland the 
Then came down an auditor (Mr. same kind of local government as in 
Courtney Croker), who himself had England, where he was informed the 
never passed an examination as auditor, | county councils had practically a free 
and who made a note that the accounts hand in the management of their own 
showed the most careful supervision by | affairs. In England the Local Govern- 
Mr. Bailey—Mr. Bailey, who had left the | ment Board exercised a judicious control 
accounts in the state which he had and did not unduly interfere with the 
described, and who had never as much county councils, but in Ireland they 
as seen them after that time. The could not appoint or dismiss an officer, 
Government persevered in rejecting Mr. | or even pay away £5, without first getting 
Shee, notwithstanding the fact that men the permission of the hostile assembly 
like General Massy, famous as Redan)}in Dublin Castle. Those examinations 
Massy, the chairman of the county had been instituted simply to disqualify 
council, and Mr. Grubb had proposed | Nationalists and force into office the 
resolutions in favour of Mr. Shee’s| nominees of the Local Government 
retention, and that those’ resolutions | Board. 

were supported by the members of the Why was it there was to be an exami- 
council, a representative body of men | nation of officers in Ireland and none 
who he ventured to say were as com-|in England? It was an insult to the 
petent in such a matter as any that | intelligence of the Irish county councils. 
could be found in an English or Scotch | Was there any general standard of ex- 
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amination, and would the right hon. | Board were not honourable gentlemen 
Gentleman publish the questions which | in their own sphere ; but he would cer- 
were put? As a matter of fact, there | tainly say that they were not honourable 
were different kinds of examinations| gentlemen in the sphere which they 
adopted, for in some cases a very severe | occupied as controlling the county and 
test was imposed, whilst in others candi- | district councils of Ireland, in the interest 
dates got through by a small conversa-| of a section of the community, and in 
tion. It was an outrage to say that the order to please an insignificant minority 
County Council were not the best judges | whenever it rattled upon the Orange 
of who was best qualified to serve them; drum. The cause of all these troubles 
as clerk, and they should not be inter-|in Ireland was the constitution of the 
fered with by the Local Government | Local Government Board ; and it was 
Board. Why should these examinations | perfectly useless to think that the Local 
not bethe same as Civil Service examina-| Government Act would be popular in 
tions? Petty sessions clerks were given | Ireland until the Government realised that 
six months notice to prepare. Why | they must do away with a Castle board, 
should not council secretaries be given | and substituted for it an elective body 
the same opportunities? He certainly | which would administer local govern- 
thought it was an outrage to say | ment in the interests of the people. It 
that the County Council of South Tip- | was just as well that the Government 
perary were not the best judges as to| and other hon. Members opposite should 
who was best qualified to serve them as| know that this tinkering with local 
clerk, and they ought not to be inter-| government was not going to settle the 
fered with by the Local Government | question of complete self-government for 
Board. A good deal had been heard! Ireland. This tinkering with the Local 
about the benefits the Local Government | Government Act was only :meant to 
Act would confer upon Ireland by allowing | satisfy the Unionist representatives, to 
the people to elect their own representa- | try to preserve for their sons and friends 
tives, but all those councils were hand- | the plums of office, to keep what influence 
cuffed by the instructions sent down by | they had in their own hands, and to 
the Local Government Board. They | crush the popularly-elected councils. 

had had a good deal of discussion in the | 

House recently upon the South African; Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.) 
war. At the time of the outbreak of | thought that no one who had listened 
the war the Colonial Secretary had said | to the speech of the hon. Member who 
that the war was entered upon because | had just sat down could help coming 
the Government of the Transvaal would | to the conclusion that there was scarcely 
not give the Uitlanders the franchise,| any exaggeration in anything that had 
and place them in the same position as | been said from the Lrish Benches as to the 
the burghers. They had spent a hundred | domineering spirit of the Irish Local 
millions and sacrificed thousands and} Government Board. He thought that 
thousands of lives to give freedom to the | the Wexford case was an even more strik- 
Uitlanders, but they treated the National-| ing example of the action of the Local 
ist majority in Ireland far worse than | Government Board than that brought 
ever Mr. Kruger treated the Uitlanders. | forward by the hon. Member for South 
He maintained that the Government | Tipperary. He would recall some of the 
by their action in Ireland belied the | facts mentioned by the hon. Baronet. 
excuse they gave for embarking on the | The Local Government Board, at least so 
war in South Africa. He was perfectly | their contention was, had, on the passing 
satisfied that when the right hon. the! of the Act, to determine whether an in- 
Chief Secretary, and possibly the Attorney | crease of duty was imposed on any exist- 
General for Ireland, got up to reply, | ing officer, and if so, to fix the increase 
they would tell the House that the | of salary he was to receive in consequence 
members of the Local Government | of that increase of duty. Who would 
Board were fine gentlemen, most com- | imagine that there was any difficulty in 
petent gentlemen, and most honourable | interpreting that instruction of the 
gentlemen. He was not going tosaythat | Local Government Act? The Local 
the members of the Local Government | Government Board, having at its disposal 


Mr. Cullinan. 
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a large amount of legal talent, should 
have made no great mistake in discharg- 
ing their proper function. But what 
was the judgment of the Court of Appeal 
in Ireland on that point ? It set forth 
that, instead of fixing the increase of 


sulary to which these officers were en- | 


titled, they went on to revise all the old 
salaries so that if they came across any 
officer of the Grand Jury whom they 
thought insufficiently paid in the past, 
they took advantage of the Act to pay 
them a sufficiency in the future, although 
the Act gave them no suchauthority what- 
ever. 


prescience to ask fora Return giving the 
judgment of the Court of Appeal, because 
he was very suspicious of the acts of the 
agents of the Government in Ireland, 
and if that judgment had not been before 


the House the illegality committed by | 


the Local Government Board might 


have been denied by the Chief Secretary | 
on the authority of some of his under- | 
A great hardship | 


lings in Dublin Castle. 
existed in the case of those councils 
which, unlike that of Wexford, did not 
earry their cases to the highest Court 
of the land. He thought that the 
question put by the hon. Member for 
South Tipperary ought to be put 
again and again to the Chief Secretary, 
namely, whether those 
whom illegal salaries had been 
imposed were to be put to the ex- 
pense and trouble of going, each of them, 
to the Court of Appeal to have these 
illegal salaries re-adjusted. He main- 
tained that there had been a total dis- 
regard by the Local Government Board 
of the opinion of the new local bodies, 
although one might have imagined that 
quite a different course would have been 
pursued. The Unionist Government of 
England in setting up these local bodies 
by Act of Parliament presumably thought 
that they were competent for the dis- 
charge of the duties imposed upon them, 
and surely they ought to be treated with | 
respect and confidence by the Local 
Government Board as competent for the 
discharge of these duties, but it was only 
in the last resort, and when compelled by 
legal proceedings, that the Local Govern- 
ment Board had acted according to law. 

What was the procedure of Dublin 
Castle as illustrated by the case of the | 
Wexford County Council? In August | 
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He congratulated the hon. Member | 
for North Wexford on having had the | 


councils on | 
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1899, the Loeal Government Board 
brought to the knowledge of the county 
councils the fact that the sdlaries of the 
old grand jury officials would have to be 
| revised, or, rather, that they would have 
| to be increased or decreased according to 
the duties imposed onthemin consequence 
of the passing of the Local Government 
Act. As might well be imagined, the 
county councils, having been only a few 
months in office, had a great deal to do ; 
/new and important duties had to be dis- 
charged, some of which, it was reasonable 
to suppose, they scarcely understood. 
At any rate they were hard at work 
when they received a circular from the 
Local Government Board, to which a 
‘great many of them gave no answer. 
They simply put the circular aside in- 
tending on a future day to make a full 
answer. Well, the Local Government 
Board received a communication from a 
‘county council official in regard to his 
salary, and the Board having heard only 
one side of the story, and without seeking 
for further information from the county 
‘council, issued a notice laying down that 
certain salaries were for the future to be 
paid by the county council to that officer. 
and if they did not pay such salary the 
officer would compel them to do so. The 
county council of Wexford woke up to 
the situation and submitted a series of 
reasons why the salary should not be 
increased. The Local Government Board 
themselves admitted that that list of 
reasons was of great importance and 
worthy of the greatest consideration. But. 
having that list of reasons before them, 
they actually wrote a month after, and 
three months before they issued the 
Sealed Order, and said that if they had 
got them sooner they would have taken 
them into consideration ; meaning there- 
by that they could not take them into 
consideration because they received them 
too late. He thought that if the county 
councils in England were treated in that 
fashion by the English Local Govern- 
ment Board there would be an uproar 
in England and a demand for a change 
in the English Local Government Board. 
It was no wonder that Lord Justice 
Holmes, a gentleman who could not be 
accused of any Nationalist feeling or lean- 
ing, stated that the Wexford Council had 
taken a judicious course. He said— 


“It forwarded a statement of the reasons 
against the increase of salary, which, whether 
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they were bad or good, were at least worthy of | to a claim made by the Local Government 


consideration. The reply to this document has 
caused me much surprise; and I feel myself 


hound to say that if it correctly reflects the | 


spirit in which the Local Government Board 


has undertaken the important duties imposed | 


upon it by the Act, no one can wonder if 


the result be friction and unpleasantness | 


with the local authorities. Its purport is that 
if the arguments put forward by the council 


in support of their protest against tie in- | 


creased salary of the county surveyor and his 
assistant had been furnished to the Board in 
the previous autumn, when the views of the 


council were invited upon the claims of the | 


olficers, it would have weighed very carefully 
the council’s opinion before deciding upon 


the inereased salaries to be alluwed, but | 


that as the council did not intervene, either 
hy supplying any statement of its views or by 
coming to an agreement with the officers, the 
Board had only to fulfil the obligations im- 
posed by the sub-section.” 


Then Lord Justice Holmes went on to 
express his opinion that the Board’s 
letter of April ‘‘ must be regarded as a 
very curious contribution to official 
literature,” which was another way of 
saying that it was a most incompetent 
document to issue to any local body. 
Was it any wonder that there were 


differences between the Local Govern- | 


ment Board and the local bodies ! Some 
of the details of this case were really 
amusing. One of the reasons given in 
a letter by the Local Government Board 
for holding to its decision to increase 
the salaries, was that after all to increase 


the salaries of the officers would not add | 
What business | 


a half-penny to the rates. 
had the Local Government Board to take 


into consideration whether it would add | 


au half-penny or a penny to the rates ? 
Their business was to act according to 
law. 
Sir Henry Robinson that the county of 
Wexford required extreme skill and 
attention on the part of the county 
surveyors, because it had a large sea- 
board, with piers and harbours and 
several roads running down to strands 
and landing places, and that there were 
a number of important bridges. But the 
large sea-board and the piers and har- 
bours and bridges were there before the 


Act of 1898 was passed, and the surveyor | 


was obliged to do all that inspection 
before the passing of the Act ; and yet 
this great Department actually indulged 
in that ridiculous ground of excuse for 
increasing the salary of the county sur- 
veyor. He wanted to draw attention 


Mr. Clancy. 


It appeared from the affidavit of | 


Board both in the Queen’s Bench and 
in the Court of Appeal. That claim of 
the Local Government Board was that 
they were above the law. They said— 
‘We are a great Department of State ; 
| we are like the Lord Lieutenant, or the 
Lord Chancellor in the distribution of 
legal patronage, and our acts, no matter 
what they are, cannot be inquired into 
in a court of law.” In that case, 
as was pointed out by one of the 
‘counsel, if they declared Li Hung 
Chang to be an existing officer, entitled 
to an increase of salary, their order 
‘could not be investigated or set aside 
in a Court of law. All the judges of the 
'Queen’s Bench Division had decided 
_against that contention, and the Court 
/otf Appeal had also unanimously decided 
against it; but the mere fact that such 
a claim was made by the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Ireland showed more 
clearly than anything else the spirit 
in which they administered a remedial 
Act of Parliament. 


Speaking as an Irish Nationalist 
representative, he was of opinion 
that several good acts had _ been 
passed by this Parliament for Ireland, 
which, if they had been properly adminis- 
tered, would have done great good and 
settled probably great questions sooner 
than they would otherwise be. ‘The 
Land Act of 1870 was, in his opinion, 
| a great Act and contained great principles, 
and if it had been administered so as to 
give full effect to the intentions of Par- 
liament they would never have seen the 
agitation of the last ten years. In the 
same way, if the Land Act of 1881 had 
been administered in a spirit calculated 
‘to give effect to the intention of its 
' framers, they would never have seen the 
‘agitation which compelled the passing 
of all the Amendments of that Act. 
The truth was, that the best Acts might 
“be passed with the best intentions, but 
‘as long as they left in Ireland a bureau- 
\eracy out of sympathy with those for 
whose benefit they were passed to 
administer these Acts, there would never 
be anything but failure. So also in 
regard to the Local Government Act. 
He did not agree with some of his col- 
leagues in their criticisms of the Local 
Government Act. He thought that 





| 
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Act did give to Ireland the same rights | 
und privileges as the English Local | 
(rovernment Act gave to England, and 
in his opinion it was a great work of | 
legislation, and he would not be candid | 
or telling the truth if he did not say so. 
At the same time the Board which set | 
to work to administer that Act was com- 
posed of persons out of all sympathy | 
with the people, and with the spirit in| 
which the Act was conceived, and were | 
consequently determined in their own | 
minds to frustrate the objects of that. 
Act and all other remedial measures 
passed for Ireland. He, for one, deplored | 
this state of things, and he must confess 
that he despaired of seeing any remedy. 
This led up to a bigger question than that 
they werenowdiscussing, namely, national 
self-government for Ireland. As long 
as Home Rule and the management of | 
irish national affairs by a free Parliament 
vlected by the people in Ireland was 
refused, they must maintain these 
English agents in Ireland, for no matter 
who went into Dublin Castle he was 
speedily corrupted. Therefore, he had | 
not the least hope, from these debates, 
that any radical reformation would 
ensue. All the same, it was their duty 
to make perfectly plain the state of | 
affairs that now existed, and if that state 
of affairs could be defended he would | 
he greatly surprised. 


Lorp EDMOND ~~ FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he wished 
to say a few words on this subject, 
hecause when the Irish Local Govern- 


ment Bill was passing through the | 
House he called the attention of | 


the Committee on the Bill to the) 
extraordinary character of the clauses 
that were practically the subject of debate 
now, especially when compared with Eng- 
lish legislation. He ventured to pro-| 
phesy that at a very early stage trouble | 
would arise in Ireland over these clauses, 
und that was what had occurred, although 
he would rather have been a false prophet 
in the case. As a matter of fact. it was | 
perfectly clear that these wide clauses, 
giving such large powers to the Local 
(iovernment Board, had already been a 
cause of mischief—a greater cause of mis- 
chief even than he anticipated. The 
Irish Local Government Board 


appa- | 
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rently by some of these unfortunate 
motives had failed to administer the Act 
properly, and had used the powers given 
to them to put a construction upon the 
Act which had been questioned betore the 
Asa matter of general principle, he 
rejoiced when a court of law put its toot 
down against the most gigantic attempt 
ever made to set up administrative law, 
a law conceived in the secret rooms of a 
Government Department, to over-ride the 
law of the land. ‘There were clauses and 
schedules in the Irish Local Government 
Bill which undoubtedly did arm the 
Board with gigantic powers, aud he and 
others had at the time pointed out that 
that was an unprecedented attempt to 
set up administrative law as distinct trom 
the law of the land. He must say that 


/he thought the Government had been 


successful in doing so, and that it would 
not be in the power of a court of law to 
escape from the loose declarations in the 


| Bill, by which apparently it was put in 


the power of the Local Government Board 
to do anything in the world in bringing 
the Act into operation. But seemingly 
a limit had been reached, and an Irish 
Court had been found strong enough to 
say--thus far and no farther. He ven- 
tured to say that the Irish Court had 
rendered a service not only to Ireland but 
to England, because Government boards 
had done injury to the public by obscure 
amendments of administrative law. 

He would take the particular case 
under discussion. The County Council 


of Wexford, it appeared, imposed 
certain new duties upon one of its 
officers, and that officer, under 
the terms of the Local Govern- 


ment Act, was entitled to have his 
salary increased in proportion to the 
new work placed upon him, and if he was 


| dissatisfied with the salary offered, he had 
'a right to go to the Local Government 


Board as a sort of arbitrator. But the 
Local Government Board attempted to 


| go beyond that, and said that they would 
‘inquire into the whole question of the 


salary, and would practically decide, not 
only whether the percentage of increase 
of salary represented the percentage of 


‘increase of work, but whether the origi- 


nal salary was or was not adequate. Now, 
the Government should trust the county 
councils to arrange these questions of 
salary. If they could not trust them in 
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matters of that kind they might as well | cause when they made any concession. In 


not have called the county councils into 
being at all. 


| 


The one chance of im-| justified in bringing up this case. 


his opinion the hon. Baronet was perfectly 
He re- 


proving the administration of Ireland | membered when he last had the honour 
was to trust the local bodies which had | of a seat in the House there was an in- 


been called into existence. Of course 
there would be 
mistakes even in local bodies outside Ire- 
land. Afterall, if they could not trust the 
county councils, whom were they going 
totrust ? These were the most important 
of all the local bodies, and the bodies to 
which all of them looked to lay the foun- 
dation of a sound public opinion in Ire- 
land. They on that side of the House 
looked to the county councils of Ireland 
as paving the way to something. as they 
thought, larger. higher, and better—-to 
what they called Home Rule. They knew 
that hon. Members on the Government 
side of the House did not believe in that 
view, but looked to the county councils 


mistakes ; there were | 


| 
| 
| 


as being able to do such great things for 


administration in Ireland as to make 
Home Rule unnecessary. It was part of 
the great plan to kill Home Rule in Ire- 
land by concessions and kindness ; but 


how were they going to do that unless | 


they treated these local bodies which they 
had created with some amount of confi- 
dence and goodwill? After all, what was 
it that these county councils wanted ? 
Who were the officers of these councils ? 
There was no chief constable, because the 


police were entirely centralised ; and there | 


was no county medical officer of health. 
The only leading officers were the county 
clerk, the county treasurer, and the 
county surveyor. Did they mean to tell 
him that Ireland was such a backward 
country that they could not trust the 
trish county councils to settle the salaries 
of these three officers? If they were not 
able to do that, what were they 
fit for? He agreed with what fell 
from the hon. Member for North 
Dublin, that a strict eye must be 
kept on the administration of this Act, 
for it was a fact that whenever a Bill was 
placed on the Statute Book there were, at 
headquarters in Dublin, a set of men 
whose object was administratively to re- 
duce and, if possible, destroy the wise con- 
cessions to Lreland which had been made 
in this House either by a Liberal or a Tory 
Government-—-the only difference being 
that they regarded the Liberals as enemies 


and the Unionists as traitors to their | 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. 


quiry as to the Irish Board of Works, 
which was shown to be determined to 
stand in the way of any reform or of being 
reformed itself, and the Commission re- 
commended what ought to be done. That 
was during Mr. Gladstone's first admini- 
stration ; but when Mr. Gladstone came 
into power again the Board of Works was 
just exactly as it was when the Commis- 
sion reported upon it. What was true of 


‘the Irish Board of Works was true of other 


bodies. ‘There was nothing in the world 
so difficult to fight as the accumulated 
prejudices of a Government Department. 
The departmental official was always 
there ; the parliamentary official came 
and went. If the permanent official only 
lasted long enough he was bound to out- 
live the Parliamentary official. He did 
not attack the Chief Secretary, because 
he was aware of the difficulties which the 
right hon. Gentleman had to face ; but 
whether they were favourable to our rule 
or not, it was necessary to make Dublin 
Castle understand that when Parliament 
passed an Act it was intended that the 
officials at the Castle should obey the Act 
in the spirit as well as in the letter. In 
nine cases out of ten, though the officials 
carried out an Act to the letter, they never 
carried it out in the spirit. He con- 
sidered the establishment of the county 
councils in Ireland the greatest reform 
which had been placed on the Statute 
Book for ten or fifteen years, and everyone 
should unite in seeing that the benefits 
that Parliament decided three years pre- 
viously should be granted to Ireland 
should not be given with one hand and 
taken away with the other. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ~ ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover) : 
The noble Lord will forgive me_ for 
saying that his speech was not so closely 
addressed to the question before the 
House as some of those to which we 
have listened in the course of this debate. 
It was rather in the nature of a disquisi- 
tion into the nature of government in 
Ireland. The noble Lord told me he 
brought no charge against myself or 
my predecessors, but he drew a gloomy 
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picture of Irish officials banded together | creased emolument. That is in the Act, 
for the purpose of destroying the benefits | and if that is desired to be altered, hon, 
just given by this Parliament to Ireland. | Members must come into the House and 
He said that the Local Government | argue that the law is faulty. 

Board was inspired by unfortunate pre- | 

judices. I hope to prove that in this) Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 
matter the Local Government Board | That is quite understood, but my point 
has been inspired solely by the motive | was that the Local Government Board 
of discharging the strict obligations) went beyond that. They tried to 
imposed upon it by this House in the) gauge the salary without going into 
year 1898, and I can prove that out | the question of whether the percentage 
of a speech to which we have listened of increased emolument represented the 
this evening—the speech of the hon.| percentage of increased work, and_ it 








Baronet who brought this matter before | 


us this evening. I was much struck 


was decided by the Irish courts that 
their action was illegal. 


. 7 . . | 
by a sentence which fell from him towards | 


the end of his speech. 


to have the Act amended.” That is 
the whole point. This attack, which I 
admit is justified, against the Local 


Government Board, is founded upon a | 


mistake in the Act of 1898. It is an 
attack against provisions which are 


vital to the Act, and in the absence of 
which the Act never would have been 


passed by this House or any similar | 


assem bly. 

Let 
In the Local Government Act 
1898 there is one part—part 8— 
which is specifically labelled ** Tran- 
sitory Provisions.” 
ment Ac 
in the government of Ireland. 
ferred from the grand juries greater 
powers than had ever been held by 
similar bodies in the country. Almost 
all power of local government had accu- 


mulated in 200 years in the hands of | 
the grand juries, and those powers were | 


transferred to elective bodies. No such 
Act could have been passed without 
providing protection for the ofticers who 
had been employed by the grand juries ; 
and in these transitory provisions it 
was provided that the officers who had 
served the grand juries—secretaries, 
surveyors, and others,—should 
certain rights, after the period of a 


year, as they were bound to go on serving | 


so that they should not embarrass the 
new body by immediate resignation. 
They were to serve on at the same salary, 
and for any increase of duty they were 
to have an increase of emo!ument, and 


the Local Government Board, and no) ‘ 
| Board when called upon to interpret 


other body, was to determine the in- 





He said in the | 
most emphatie terms, “We are bound | 


me come direct to the point. | 
of | 


The Local Govern- | 
of 1898 effected a revolution | 
It trans- | 


have | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I was coming to 
that immediately. It was for that reason 
that the hon. Baronet who opened the 
| discussion was driven to the conclusion 
that until the Act was amended nothing 
could be done. I can goas far as anybody 
in believing that when you give power to 
local bodies you should not wreck that 
power with unnecessary restraints, but 
this is not an unnecessary restraint. 
This is a transitory provision similar to 
the provisions embodied in the English 
Act, and which is always embodied in 
Acts of this kind. It might be galling 
to have to employ a man whom you do 
not like, or to have to pension him off at 
Civil Service rates in order to employ 
the man you prefer. But this is part of 
the necessary sacrifice which must be 
| made in order to carry through a great 
' revolutionary and beneficial change in 
local government. It was put up with 
in this country without a murmur, and 
also in a great part of Ireland ; and where 
objection is taken it is taken in order 
to make another attack on the Local! 
Government Board—{** Certainly now” |— 
because it embodies in the minds ot hon. 
Members the emblem of British rule. 
[Cries of ‘ British misrule.”] I am 
/not surprised to hear that cheer, but 
| how factious is this attack. The Vice- 
President of the Local Government 
Board, who is_ principally arraigned, 
is a distinguished Irishman and the 
‘son of a distinguished Irishman. He 
|is a man who enjoys the warm respect 
‘of most I[rishmen; and he deserves 
that respect, for the energy and devotion 
with which he applied himself to the 
work placed on the Local Government 
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and to administer this great Act. In 
these difficult two years in every act he 
has been considerate, and his every word 
has been courteous. Yet the action of 
the Local Government Board is called 
into question as though he was naturally 
inclined to wreck the Act. 

Let me come at once to the charge 
that is brought against the Board. 
The action of the Local Government 
Board is arraigned because it was 
illegal, and also because its action 
has been hasty, arrogant, and unjust, 
inasmuch as it has imposed a charge on 
the Irish ratepayers which it was not 
justified in imposing, and which was not 
entertained by the framers of the Act. 
I feel the charge of illegality, but I am 
not one of those who ask this House to 
constitute itself into a Court of Appeal, 
and I shall say little about that, but to 
the charge of illegality there has been 
added the charge that the actions of the 
Board have been hasty, arrogant, and 
unjust. I think as to the illegality I plead 
guilty at once, but 1 may remark upon 
this point, as the hon. Baronet upon the 
point of illegality addressed himself 
exclusively to English Members of the 
House, who may be horrified to hear 
that a great public department has been 
east in the High Court of Appeal in 
Ireland, that consideration should be 
given to the circumstances. ‘The Lord 


Chief Justice. who gave the judgment, | 


insisted upon the great heaviness of the 
burden thrown on the Local Government 
Board in its duty of interpreting for the 
first time and applying to the whole of 
Ireland this new law. It is a fact that 
during many months that Department. 
which has been taunted with neglecting 
its legal work, had to write 3,000 official 
letters per week on matters involved in 
the Act, and it was on one of those 
letters that the Local Government Board 
was cast. When the case was brought 
before the court of first instance it was 
unanimously decided that the 
Government Board was technically right, 
and I need not labour the point of ilie- 
gality further than to say that the House 
must understand that it does not follow 
because the Local Government Board 
was wrong on this occasion that therefore 
the county councils are to decide as to 
the salaries of the existing officers. The 


legal points were very ably argued, but 


Mr. Wyndham. 
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'few were decided. The Lord Chiet 
| Baron, Lord Justice FitzGibbon, and 
Lord Justice Holmes all agreed in saying 
' that the Local Government Board under 
| the Act had final, conclusive, and uncon- 
| trolled power to determine whether there 
had been an increase of duty or not. And 
if the Local Government Board has that 
right and is charged with that duty, who 
is to decide the increase of salary for such 
increase of duty! The three judges of 
the Court of Appeal also agreed that 
that duty was obligatory on the Local 
Government Board. It might be asked. 
if upon these two great questions of 
substance the Local Government Board 
was in the right, why was their action 
found to be illegal ? Because the learned 
judges decided—-and, I think, quite 
rightly—that the decision of the Local 
Government Board was based upon 
wrong principle. The ground upon 
which they were cast was that in the 
terms of the letter they so expressed 
themselves as to leave the judges of the 
Court of Appeal no option but to believe 
that they had taken into account the 
adequacy ‘of the original salary as well as 
the amount of increase and the emolu 
ment for that increase. That is the 
whole matter. 

I accept the decision of the High 
Court, but I must tell hon. Members 
that this is not as a matter of fact 
the principle which guides the action 
of the Local Government Board. The 
words in the Act are not too clear. They 
are that these officers should receive 
such increase or diminution of remunera- 
tion in proportion to the increase or 
diminution of their duties as the Local 
Government Board might determine. 
That is not a very clear phrase, and the 
judges in the High Court gave various 
views as to what such proportion would 
mean. The intention of the provision, 
however, is clear. The intention was 
that the Local Government Board, and 
no one else, should have a discretion to 
give added remuneration which should 
be more or less proportionate to the 
added work imposed on the ofticers. | 
have only dwelt upon this legal point to 
show what a melancholy prospect is 
before us if the hon. Baronet persists in 
his determination to test every one otf 
these technicalities in a court of law, and 
to make the Irish ratepayer pay for that 
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intellectual exercise. 
of the Local Government Board in 
honestly attempting to carry out the 
duty placed upon it arrogant or unjust ? 
The Act was passed in August, 1898, 
and declared that the new salaries of 
these officers were to begin from lst 
April, 1899. 
entitled to increase of pay, and the Local 
Government Board was responsible to 
Parliament and to eternal justice to see 
they received their due. It was not 
until August, 1899, that a courteousletter, 
to which no reference has been made, 
was addressed to the county councils of 
Ireland. That letter points out to the 
county councils the provisions existing 
in the Act, and invites their co-operation 
in giving any information at their com- 
mand in order to assist the Local Govern- 
ment Board. That was a year after the 
passing of the Act. The hon. Member 
read a letter which, for the purposes of my 
argument, | am glad to find is in close 
juxtaposition to the affidavit of Mr. 
Piggot. This letter was written a year 
after the other letter to which I have 
referred, and two years after the passing 
of the Act, and Mr. Piggot swears in his 


affidavit that it is especially inequitable | 


to fix these salaries on ex parte evidence. 


That is a year after the expression of | Sua : 7 
| Board, which is chiefly impugned, was 


their views was invited. From the 
Wexford County Council we have received 


no assistance or expression of views on | 


this subject whatever. 


Si THOMAS ESMONDE : They 


replied in December of the same year. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Then that letter is 
not printed in the Return. But I take 
the hon. Baronet’s word. In December 
the Wexford County Council demurred 
altogether to the course the Loeal Govern- 
ment Board was taking. How many of 
these officers are there inIreland? There 
are thirty-three secretaries, thirty-three 
surveyors, and 170 assistant surveyors, 
the duties of the surveyors and assistant 
surveyors being to inspect the roads 
in the counties of Ireland. Ten counties 


in Ireland, not on the motion of the) 
Local Government Board, but of their | 
own free will, came to an agreement | 


with all their officers which entirely 
fulfilled all the intentions of the Act. 


“* Mr. CLANCY: In consequence of an 
illegal circular. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The circular was 
not illegal, and the hon. Member is quite 
in error in supposing that the counties 
to which I have referred acted on the 
suggestion of the Local Government 


Board. 


Mr. CLANCY : It was on the basis of 
the circular of the 7th February that the 
Court of Appeal decided that the Local 
Government Board had committed an 
illegality, and that was the circular which 
dictated the agreement to which the 
right hon. Gentleman refers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I say that that is 
not so. The circular of the 7th February 
was thedocument which led the Court to 
hold that our action was illegal, but | 
say that ten county councils in Ireland 
agreed with all their officers irrespective 
of and anterior to the issue of the views 
of the Local Government Board ; seven 
other counties came to an agreement 
with their officers at a time when I am 
not sure whether or not they were in 
possession of the views of the Board ; six 
counties undoubtedly made agreements 
in accordance with the terms issued by 
the Board ; and ten counties refused to 
aet in accordance with the wishes of the 
Board. Indeed, the cireular of the 


largely based upon the terms of the 
agreements which had been arrived at 
by the various counties in Ireland, and 
especially in the case of the assistant 
surveyors. I would point out that under 
the grand juries the assistant surveyors 
with one or two exceptions, had the 
same emoluments—namely, £80 a year ; 
but by voluntary agreement county 
Cavan gave its assistant surveyor £170 : 
county Dublin, £150; county Meath. 
£160; county Galway, £120; county 
Tipperary, one £200, and two others 
£140; and so forth. By voluntary 
agreement these counties gave higher 
salaries than that to which the hon. 
Baronet takes such exception. We did 
not take the highest of those, but we took 
£150 as the maximum and £120 as the 
minimum, and we felt that the discretion 
which we believe we have ought to be 
exercised within those limits. Under 
the grand juries the assistant surveyors. 
who had uniform duties and uniform 


salaries, had to inspect the roads twice and 


to make two reports to the grand 
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juries each year. 


instead of two meetings per year of the 
grand juries, it provided for four meet- 
ings of the county councils, and, there- 
tore, four inspections of the roads, four 
reports, and soon. On that ground the 
Local Government Board undoubtedly 
took mileage into account, because if 
the work was doubled the man who 
travelled most miles had a larger increase 
of work than the man who travelled 
u smaller number of miles. Was it 
unreasonable to say that the man who 
had 800 additional miles to do should 
have £30 a year more than the man who 
did only 500 miles? The officer upon 
whose case these proceedings were 
taken by the Wexford County Council 
had to inspect 5545 miles of roads. The 
effect of doubling his work was therefore 
ty» impose upon him the duty of inspecting 
an extra 1,109 miles. For that his 
salary was raised by the Local Govern- 
ment Board from £80 to £150. I doubt 
whether anybody would say we had gone 
beyond the actual dictates of common 
justice or even been guilty of a technical 
illegality if they understood that that is 
the whole head and front of our offending. 
We were bound to take the action we 
did. We based it upon our construction 
of the Act, and fixed the scale upon the 
ugreements voluntarily come to by vari- 
ous county councils, and, above all, upon 
the fact of the increased duties which we 
were directed by the Act to take into 
account when fixing these increases of 
salary. We may have been guilty of a 
technical illegality, but | doubt whether 
anybody with justice can say that the 
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by his own argument to ask, that we 
should repeal certain provisions of the 
Act. Correspondence on this matter 
went on in courteous terms, and it was 
not until July, 1900, two years after the 
passing of the Act, that the Local Govern- 
ment Board issued a mandate to say that 
these gentlemen were to receive the 
money due to them for fifteen months 
and guaranteed by Parliament. 

I do not know that I should labour the 
matter any more. I would ask the 
hon. Baronet to consider where we now 
stand. I have said enough on _ the 


legal point involved to show that we 


could go to law about every phrase and 
technical point in the Act; but surely 
that would not be a wise thing to do. 


| We are to have an inquiry into the Wex- 


action of the Board was at all precipitate, | 


arrogant, or unjust towards the rate- 
payers of Ireland. We did break the 
letter of the law, but the Wexford County 
Council and the hon. Members opposite 
are seeking that we should break the 
spirit of the law. [ No.”] Yes. for 
what are the pleas which have been 
advanced! They are that the old 
salaries were ample even though the 
men have to make four inspections 
instead of two. [Hear, hear. ] 
proves my whole contention. 
precisely what we are precluded from 


ford case, and I suggest that it should be 
treated as a test case, and, if it should 
turn out that the Local Government 
Board have made some error in their 
calculation, of course the Local Govern- 
ment Board will take that into account. 
But. whatever happens, nothing can 
alter the fact that the ofticers who have 
honourably served the grand jury are 
entitled to continued employment at the 
same emolument and to increased emolu- 
ment for increased duty, and are entitled 
to retire on pensions calculated on the 
Civil Service scale. These propositions 
embody the substance of my contention ; 
all the rest is form and_ technicality, 
upon which may be opened an almost 
illimitable vista of litigation. I hope the 
hon. Baronet will not encourage those 
who trust in him to take so disastrous a 
course. When is an existing officer not 
an existing officer, which proposition is 
not a rule of three sum,and if not, why 
not—these are questions of the deepest 
speculative interest ; but I doubt whether 
the Irish people should be called upon to 
pay for their elucidation. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he had 
seldom listened to a more characteristic 
speech from an Irish Secretary than that 
which they had just heard. At the end 


of his speech and in the course of an elo- 


That | 
That is | 


doing by the explicit provisions of this | 


Act. Hon. Members from Ireland are 


asking, and the hon. Baronet is driven 


Mr. Wyndham. 





quent appeal to the hon. Baronet who 
had earned the thanks of every county 
council in Ireland ‘n respect of the acticn 
he had taken on this question, the right 
hon. Gentleman declared that he did not 
understand the clause under which the 








142 


opel 
It h 
the 
und 
debs 
(rov 
he y 
drat 
visio 
the 
been 
endle 
the 
more 
they 
He 
of t 
Secre 
He a 
the L 
but h 
a que 
The 
Gentl 
princi 
ment 
absolu 
of th 
Appea 
to say 
but i 
phrase 
extrao 
ber col 
Gover} 
idiotic, 
salaries 
withou 
council 
they b 
Act 
Loeal 
That w 
He rais 
Readin; 
mittee. 
dratted 
ment B 


CO 


With ar 
the cou 
cess of 


Govern 
was dire 
tives of t 
dream o 
torial as 
practisec 
ment Bc 

VOL. 











1425 Consolidated 126 MAreH 19011 Fund Bill, 1426 


operations had been carried on so long. say that if the Act was passed in that form 
It had been argued in a court of law. and they would find in Ireland before it had 
the judges had been utterly unable to been working long a revolt on the part 
understand what it meant. Inthe long of the population against its excessive 
debates which took place when the Local powers. That was exactly what had 
(iovernment Act was before the House happened. The Chief Secretary had 
he ventured to say that it was a badly entered into a long argument to show in 
drafted Act, and that some of the pro-. reference to the inerease of salaries and 
visions and this would apply also to the other acts complained of that the 
the orders and rules which had since Local Government Board had simply 
been made—-would lead to enormous and done its duty and carried out the law. 
endless litigation in Ireland. Hethought The whole question was the spirit in which 
the prophecy he then made had been they had carried out the law, and the 
more than justified by the speech towhich discretion which they had shown. No- 
they had listened. body objected to any official in Ireland 
He came now to the substance left by the grand jury obtaining a just 
of the speech. What did the Chief increase of salary in respect of a real in- 
Secretary say at the very outset? crease of work. He believed there 
Ile admitted frankly that the action of , was not a single county council in Ireland 
the Local Government Board was illegal, which had raised any objection. What 
hut he contended that that illegality was they objected to was that the Local 
a question of form and not of substance. Government Board had approached the 
The statements which the right hon. consideration of this question in a spirit 
Gentleman made with regard to the of partisanship, and that they had in 
principle on whieh the Local Govern-, many cases ignored the fair and reason- 
ment Board acted on these oceasions were | able opinion of the councils. By ap- 
absolutely contradicted by the judgment | proaching the consideration of this ques- 
of the learned judges in the Court of! tion in a spirit of partisanship they had 
Appeal. The Chief Secretary went on. stirred up all this trouble. They ought 
to say that certain action would be legal not to give to the Local Government 
but idiotie—rather an extraordinary Board in Ireland so wide a discretion 
phrase. In fact his speech bristled with as to say that they were entitled to 
extraordinary phrases. The hon. Mem-. raise the salary of any officer employed 
ber contended that the action of the Local. by any local body in Ireland without 
Government Board had been illegal and considering local feeling and without con- 
idiotic, because they not only fixed these sultation with the local representatives of 
salaries without proper local inquiry and | the people who were entitled to form an 
without proper consultation of the county opinion on the subject. The local bodies 
councils, but in their eagerness to do so who had to find the money were the only 
they broke the law. Undoubtedly the men in a position to know what increase 
Act conferred excessive powers on the there had been in the duties. and this 
Local Government Board of Ireland. | action on the part of the Local Govern- 
That was one of the blots of the Act. ment Board would almost lead to a revolt 
He raised that question on the Second in any other country in the world but 
Reading and again several times in Com-. Ireland. 
mittee. He complained that the Act as He would turn for a moment to the 
drafted conferred on the Local Govern- assertion made by the Chief Secretary, 
ment Board—a body utterly out of touch’ in which he laid down the principle 
with and irresponsible to the people of \on which the Local Government Board 
the country-—powers enormously in ex- considered these salaries. He distinctly 
cess of those conferred on the Loeal understood him to say that this did not 
Government Board of England, which | involve going back upon the question as 
was directly responsible to the representa- to whether the officers had been paid 
tives of the people, and which would never | previously too much or not. Here was 
dream of entering on the career of dicta-| an extract from the judgment given by 
torial assertion of its powers which was | Lord Justice Fitzgibbon— 
practised constantly by the Local Govern- | “Tam certain of the fact upon the evidence, 
ment Board of Ireland. He ventured to; and it is the ground of my decision, that the 
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Board assumed the jurisdiction of considering 
the existing remuneration for the existing 
duties, and to lay down scales of payment for 
the future which were to regulate the pay for 
the old as well as for the new duties.” 
It was clear from this evidence that the | 
board did assume the discretion which | 
the Chief Secretary now denied. The | 
same principle appeared to have been | 
adopted in the case of county surveyors, | 
and yet the Chief Secretary came down | 
there and declared that there was no, 
foundation for that statement. Another | 
judge—Lord Justice Holmes—said— 
“The Board has recast and revised old | 
salaries.” 
That was what the Chief Secretary said 
they never did. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [I stated that | 
although the terms of their letter which | 
was laid before the judges drove them 
to that conclusion, really as a matter of 
fact the Board did not act in that way. 


Mr. DILLON said he saw in the 
Chief Secretary's speech abundant eyi- 
dence of what they were to expect from 
him, and he was going to be the mouth- 
piece and conduit pipe for the officials 
ot Dublin Castle. It was stated that 
there was not a shred of evidence to show 
that the Board had acted upon any other 
principle than that which he had stated, 
and yet they were asked to ignore the 
opinion of two judges and accept the 
statement of the Chief Secretary. 

Coming to the question of discretion 
on the part of the Local Government 
Board, he heard the Chief Secretary 
state that by a caleulation it was 
found that the county surveyors had 
to inspect twice as many roads as 
before. What evidence was there of 
that? None at all. He was not a 
county councillor, but he was assured by 
his colleagues who were members of 
these councils that there was no founda- 
tion for that statement. There was 
no provision in the Act requiring the | 
road inspectors to go over the road 
twice as often as they did before. All 
the extra work they had to do was to 
attend the meetings of the councils four 
times a year, instead of twice under the 
(irand Jury system. On that point he, 
preferred to take the information of his | 
own experienced colleagues rather than | 
the opinion of the Chief Secretary. The | 


Mr. Dillon. 
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Local Government Board having, accor- 
|ding to the Chief Secretary himself, 
|interpreted this extraordinary clause, 
_ drafted as it was in a way which no human 
| being could understand, in the sense of 
giving them the widest possible discretion, 
had exercised that discretion in the 
silliest and most idiotic way possible. 
The complaints on this score were made 
not only by the Nationalist Councils, but 
also by the councils on which the Union- 
ists were in power. They had heard of 


'the Tipperary and Wexford County 


Councils, which could compare with any 
county councils for administrative effi- 
ciency. But let them take the case of 
the county council of Derry. (He might 
say parenthetically that the Northern 
counties cut down the salaries of their 
officers to half what was given in the 
South). The Local Government Board 
declared in their knowledge and wisdom 
that the secretary of this council should 
get a large increase of salary on account 
of his increased work. But in this 
case the worthy man had ‘never done 
anything at all. He was one of the 
class of Rois fainéants or “ dead heads ” 
under the old grand jury men, who did 
very little themselves, but who sweated 
some poor deyil at £100 a year to do 
their work for them. ‘This intelligent 
gentleman hardly did anything but sign 
his name, and yet the Local Government 
Board ordered his salary to be increased 
50 per cent. on account of the increase 
of his labours! He never did any duty 
and never wanted to do any duty. 
There was another bitter dispute in the 
case of the secretary of the Antrim County 
Council. He alluded to these cases to 
show that this was not a party question. 
The substance of complaint was that the 
Local Government Board were given this 
power of descretion, and that they used 
it in a partisan, unfair, and outrageous 
manner. In the Wexford case the 
Local Government Board did not take 
sufficient pains to consult the men on the 
spot who knew the circumstances of the 
ease, and who had to provide the salaries, 
and when their views were before the 
Board they treated the council with 
impertinence and neglect. It was idle 
for the Chief Secretary to fall back on 
the letter of the law in this case. He 
admitted that he was unable to tell what 
that was; but, even supposing it was 
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quite clear, the letter of the law was | power to the Local Government Board, 


nothing as compared with the adminis- 
Would the Chief Secretary con- 


tration. 
tend that the Local Government Board 


could so far exercise this power of dis- 
cretion, as to go about the country | 


doubling and trebling the salaries of 
officials 2? The Local Government Board 
had the power and discretion to do that, 
and would the Chief Secretary defend 
such action! Before exercising their 
discretion in this case, the Local Govern- 


ment Board should have hesitated, and | 


thought twice. and three times, rather 
than come into collision with popular 
sentiment in the country, unless they 
were convinced that deliberately and of 
set purpose the representatives of the 


ratepayers meant to penalise and hunt | 


down some old officials. He was of 
opinion that the Irish county councils 
in the South as well as in the north 
approached this question of dealing with 
existing officers in an honest spirit, and 
with a really sincere desire to carry out 
the spirit of the Act. The late Chief 
Secretary had said that this action of the 
Local Government Board had been taken 
under provisions in the Act to which 
the Irish party had assented. That was 
absolutely untrue. The Irish Members 
protested against all these provisions. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrowr, Leeds, 
Central): J affirm most distinctly that 
we were pressed by the Irish Members 
to give more favourable terms to these 
officers. 


Mr. DILLON: I| deny that that was 
the attitude of the Irish party. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): And I 
affirm most distinctly that we proposed 
a dozen Amendments in the contrary 
direction. 


Mr. DILLON said the late Chiet 
Secretary was wrong in attributing 


to the Irish party any desire to press 
for more favourable terms. What that 
party did was to appeal to the Govern- 
ment to extend to other officials the 
same treatment as was proposed to he 
given to the old grand jury officials. 
The Irish Members always protested 


against the giving of this extravagant the Board 


land as far as he was concerned himself 
| he could quote for the House an extract 
‘from the speech he delivered on the 
| Bill, in which he warned the Govern- 
ment that this clause would lead to 
| endless litigation and to something like 
| revolt on the part of the local bodies. 
|The Chief Secretary now challenged 
them as to what they would do in this 
case, and wanted to know would they 
take it to a higher court. He again 
_warned the Government of the danger 
| of arousing in Ireland such a combina- 
tion on the part of the councils as would 
intake the working of the machinery of 
this Act very difficult. The Chief Secre- 
tary argued that there should be some 
‘ruling body to decide these matters. 
| That might be admitted. but while the 
sill was passing through the House 
the Irish Members warned the Govern- 
ment that if they packed the Local Gov- 
ernment Board in the interests of the 
landlord party and the old grand jurors it 
would be sure to provoke a collision. 
| That was what had been done by the 
| Government. There was no represen- 
| tative of the people on the Local Govern- 
;}ment Board. But the Government had 
| brought in to assist in the working of 
‘the Act a representative of the landlord 
class instinct with all the bitterness of 
that class—a gentleman. moreover, who 
had denounced the Act just at the 
time it was being passed, and even after 
he had been appointed, as an Act that 
had been so badly drawn that no human 
heing could understand it. The Board 
would always remain incompetent in 
the present atmosphere of Dublin Castle. 
If the Government had wanted to give 
the Act a chance of working what they 
should have done would have been to 
say, “Here, we are going to work a 
great popular machinery. Let us bring 
in on the Board two nominative gentle- 
ien—(the Irish Members would rather 
have had them elective)—not Orange 
landlords, but two popular gentlemen 
who. without salary, will act along 
with the Board and keep it in touch 
with the local bodies.” If the Govern- 
ment had done that, none of those troubles 
would have arisen, because these popular 
gentlemen who were in touch with 


popular sentiment would have kept 
straight. The condition 
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of Ireland was peculiar, and it was 
perfectly clear that the Local Govern- 


ment Board was not responsive to popu- | 


lar opinion. and that the local bodies | 
had no more influence on the Board | 
in Dublin Castle than on the Yamen. 
Therefore, he maintained that in Ireland 
they had a totally different condition 
of things to deal with from what they 
had in England, and if the Government 
wanted to work the system of local 
government in Ireland smoothly and 


successfully they should bring the Local | 


Board more into touch 
sentiment. The Local 


Government 
with popular 


Government Board was already a Depart- | 
and as such in| 


ment of Dublin Castle,, 
the existing atmosphere of Dublin Castle, 
was incompetent to work the machinery 
of an Act of this kind. When the 
Government nominated Mr. Bagenal 
to the Local Government Board, why 
did not they also nominate represen- 
tatives of the Nationalist 
the country! If they had done that 
none of these troubles would have arisen. 
The Chief Secretary knew 
conditions in Ireland were peculiar. 
Ile knew that the Local Government 
Board was not responsible to Irish 
public opinion. and treated with con- 
tempt the views of the Irish Nationalist 
Members. Therefore if the Government 
had wished to work this Act successfully 
they should have appointed to the Local 
Giovernment Board some representatives 
of popular opinion in Lreland. 

In conclusion he would refer to one 
other case, that of Mr. Nicholas Shee, 
the secretary of the county council of 
South Tipperary. The Chief Secretary 
gave this case the go-by, probably because 
he was ashamed of the action of the 
Local Government Board. What hap- 
pened in this case? Mr. 
Nationalist, and a most 
farmer in the County 
was elected secretary of the county 
council against the opposition of the) 
Unionist Members. He put the affairs | 


of the Council on a_ business testing, | 


and the Local Government Board refused, 
against the wishes of all sections in the 
Council, to sanction his appointment on 
the ground that he was not competent. | 
A more grotesque piece of oppression he | 


never heard of. The Local Government 


Board sent down the son of Colonel | night. 
Mr, Dillon. 
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|Saunderson to examine Mr. Shee, the 
secretary to this council. They might 


sections in | 


that the | 


Shee was a} 
respectable | 
Tipperary. He} 


‘as well send the grand-master of an 
“Orange Lodge in ‘Belt: ast to examine 
a Catholic priest, and see if he was quali- 


fied. This young gentleman was 
sent down to examine a prominent 


Nationalist of Tipperary, and to report 
upon his qualifications. The hon. Mem- 
| ber protested against the introduction 
| of this system of examination in [reland, 
when there was no examination in 
England for corresponding positions. 
|What right had the Government to 
| put upon the councils a test which was 
not exacted from the old grand juries 
when they were administering the 
‘country ? He hoped the Chief Secretary 
would give some explanation of — this 
The treatment of Mr. Shee was 
grotesque and outrageous, and he was 
compelled to think, unless the spirit and 
| disposition of the Local Government 
Board was altered. they would never 
‘have a smooth or successful working 
of the machinery of Local Government 
in Treland. 


| case. 


Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shet- 
| field, Ecelesall): 1 venture to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, having re- 
gard to thelateness of the hour, whether 
‘it would not be possible to find an oppor- 
tunity for discussing the subject ot 
affairs in the Far East on the third 
reading of the Appropriation Bill on 


Thursday. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA 
(SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Man- 
|chester, E.): Of course it does not in 
any way rest with the Government 
to say what topics should be taken on 
the Third Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill. That depends on the Members of 
the House of Commons, and the order 
‘in which they are called upon to take 
| part in the debate. The hon. Gentleman 
has asked whether | might not ask the 
| House to meet earlier on Thursday, so 
as to increase the time given for the 
Third Reading. I think such a course 
would be very unusual, if not unprece- 
dented ; but I believe it would be possible, 
perhaps, at the cost of some inconvenience, 
to try to get the House of Lords to meet 
on Friday morning instead of Thursday 
lf that is thought desirable, 
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and if | can make that arrangement on 
separating to-night, we might take the 
Second Reading of the Appropriation 
Bill now, without a division. I am 
sure the House will recognise that I am 
doing my best to meet their desire for the 
discussion of the Appropriation Bill, 
and also that all that can be done has 
been done by the Government. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Wateriord) 
think the suggestion that has come 
from the First Lord of the Treasury is 
a reasonable one. The debate has not 
been so long and exhaustive as we could 
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the debate has been a substantial and 
important one. But we are dissatisfied 
with the result of the debate so far as the 
answer of the Government is concerned, 
and therefore we will mark our dissatis- 
faction by taking a vote. It will really 
be a division on the question of Local 
Government in Ireland which has been 
raised. We ean reserve until the Third 
Reading, on Thursday, such other topics 
of discussion as may remain. Under 
these circumstances | would suggest to 
my hon. friends who feel keenly on this 
subject that it would be right for us now 
to take a division. 
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have wished. Indeed, 
number of my hon. 
Still one 


must recognise 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) ° 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlexF. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy | 


Bain, Col. . James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
djathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMH. wary 
Beaumont, Wentworth €. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bill, Charles 
Bond, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 
Brigg, John 
ae Rt. Hn. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
sutcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cecil, E velyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
( ‘hamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm. 


C ‘hamberlain,J Austen(W ore’r | 


Charrington Spencer 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Digby, Jobn kK. D. (Wingfield 
Dimsdale, SirJosephCoc -kfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hn. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, EdwardB rocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- 
I ‘itzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


L know 
friends here 
auxious to take part in the discussion. 
the fact that] 51. 


| Knowles, 
| Lambert, George | 
Lambton, Hon, Frederick Win. 


that a 
were 





AYES 


Godson, Sir Augustus Frederik } 


Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


Green, Walford D(Wednesbu’y | 


Gretton, John fj 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churehili 


Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x | 
Hardy,Laurence(KentAshfo'd | 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harris,F. Leverton(Tynemo’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 

H: de Rt. Hn. C. Seale- 
Heath, James(Statfords. N. W.) 
Henderson, Alex: under 


Hope,J. F-(Sheffield, Brightsi’e | 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


Jones, W iNiam (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Keswick, William 
Lees 


Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, William F. 
Lawson, Jobn Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry C ~_— 
Leveson- Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 


Long,Col.Charles W(Eveshain) 


Long, Rt. Hn. Wa!ter( Bristol,S 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmonth 
Macedona, John Cumming 
M‘Killop, James Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
ay Ian 


J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 


| Morgan, D. J.(Walthamstow) 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Rew gie Henry I. 

| Morton, E. J. 


. (Devonport) 


Eskdale) | 


Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F | 
Maxwell, W. 


(Juestion put. 


The House divided : 
(Division List No. 107.) 


Ayes, 14 ) ; Noes, 


Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdizate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pemberton, Jolin S. G. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir — 

Rateclitte, +n ) 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Mat. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Shaw- ag aay pacer ee 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, | Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichesten 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACK( Taunton 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Staniey( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. Geo:ge 
Young,Commander (Berks, E :) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther, 
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Adjournment 


Abraham, William(Cork,N. E.) 
Ambbrose, Robert 

durke, E. Haviland- 
Capbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Coyan, Denis J 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dufty, William J. 
Firench, Veter 
Field, William 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


Bill read a second time, and committed 


‘COMMONS! 
NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
M‘De:mott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murphy, J. 

Nannetti. Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth. South) 
O’Brien, Jaraes F. X. (Cork) 
(Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
(Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


or to-morrow, at Twelve of the clock. 


Lords 
_ sidered :— 


WIDOWS AND ORPHANS OF 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Lords Message [1 st 


and Sailors considered. 


Ordered, That 2 Select Committee ot | 
Five Members be appointed to join with 
a Committee to be appointed by the | 
Lords to consider the various Charitable | 
Agencies now in operation, and the | 


March] relating 
to the appointment of a Joint Committee | 
on the Widows and Orphans ot Soldiers | 


Lords to 
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O'Doherty, William 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
tedmond, William (Clare) 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thompson,E.C.(Monaghan,N. 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


PRESENCE OF THE SOVEREIGN IN 
PARLIAMENT. 
Message [19th 


March] con- 


Ordered, That a Select Committee of 
Five Members be appointed to join with 
a Committee to be appointed by the 
consider 
available in the House of Lords whén the 


the accommodation 


Sovereign is personally present in Par- 


funds available for relieving Widows and | therewith. 


Orphans of Soldiers and Sailors. with a 


Ordered, 


That 


liament. and the advisability of substi- 
tuting Westminster Hall ou such an 
occasion tor the House of Lords (King’s 
Consent signified). 


Message to the Lords to acquaint them 


Mr. Akers Douglas, 


view to ensuring that the funds sub-| Sir William Hart Dyke. Mr. Herbert 
scribed by local and private benevolence | Gladstone, Mr. Holland, and Mr. James 
are applied to the best advantage in) William Lowther be Members of the said 
supplementing a scheme of Government Committee. 


pensions for Widows and Orphans of | 
Soldiers and Sailors who have lost their | 


lives in war. 


Ordered. That Two Members be added } 


to the Select Committee. 


Message to the Lords to acquaiit them | 


therewith. 


Ordered, That Mr. Bartley, Mr. Hozier, 
Mr. Hayes Fisher, Mr. Kearley, and Mr. 
Lambert be nominated Members of the 


Committee. 


Ordered, That the 


records. 


Ordered. That Three be the quorum. 


(Sir William Walrond.) 


Committee 
power to send for persons, papers. and 


Ordered, 


records. 


That 
power to send for persons, papers, and 


the Committee have 


Ordered, That Three be the quorum.— 


| (Sir William Walrond.) 


Conimons 
nated  of- 


| wood, Dr. 


| Douglas, Sir 
| Mr. Cochrane, Mr. Jacoby, Colonel Lock- 
Mac Donnell, 
— Mr. Arthur Morton, Mr. Edward Morton, 

“| Mr. Newdigate, Mr. William Redmond, 
Sir Barrington 


| HOUSE OF COMMONS ACCOMMODA- 
TION COMMITTEE. 

The Select Committee on 

Accommodation 

Sir John 


House ot 
Was nomi- 
Aird, Mr. Akers 
Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett, 


Mr. Malcolm, 


Simeon, Mr. Soames, 


and Mr. Frederick Wilson.—(Sir William 


| Walrond.) 


Adjourned at a quarter before 
One of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILI.. 


Wednesday, 27th March, 1901. 


TOOK THE OATH. 
One other Member took and subscribed 
the Oath. 


PETITIONS. 


BEER BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Wallingford ; 
Saffron Walden ; Farington ; Bawdsey ; 
Sutton; Hodnet; Great Wratting ; 
Snaith ; Leicester; Hampshire (two) ; 
Salisbury : Ross ; Shifnal; Wilmington ; 
Upton Bishop; Sleaford ; Monmouth 
shire; Lincoln; Uppingham ; Stafford 
shire; Thaxted; Exmouth; Ciren 
eoster ; Loddon and Clavering ; Rutland: 
Worcestershire ; Market Harborough ; 
and Manorbier ; to lie upon the Table. 


BERWICKSHIRE COUNTY TOWN BILL. 
Petition from Greenlaw, against ; to 

lie upon the Table. 

MINES (EMPLOYMENT) 


COAL BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Ireland Pit ; 
Foxeote ; 


Norton Hill : 
Farrington ; 
Timsbury ; 
Springfield ; 


West Kiveton ; 
Blackwell; | Braysdown ; 
( Kilmersdon ; 


Camerton ; 
Writhlington ; 


Huish ; 


Bishop Sutton; and Old Mills; to lie 
upon the Table. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 


GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petition from Darwen for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
HOSPITALS (EXEMPTION FROM 
RATES) BILL. 

Petition from Dundee, in favour; to 

lie upon the Table. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Worcester ; 
and St. Mellons ; to lie upon the Table. 
DECEASED 


MARRIAGE WITH A 


WIFE’S SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Linlithgow, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
VOL. XCI. 


[FourTH SERIES. } 


Petitions in favour, from West Kiveton; 
Ireland Pit; Blackheath ; Rowley Regis ; 
Whiteheath ; Springfield ; Writhlington ; 
Camerton ; Timsbury ; Blackwell ; Fox- 
cote; Kilmersdon ; Huish; Norton Hill; 
Braysdowne ; Old Mills; and Farring- 
ton ; to lie upon the Table. 

IN 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY 


IRELAND. 

Petitions against establishment, from 
Leven ; and Coatbridge ; to lie upon the 
Table. 
SALE OF 
TO 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
CHILDREN BILL. 
in’ favour, from Kendal : 
Henley-on-Thames (three) ; 
Browney ; Putney: Dar 
Wiltshire ; (Queen’s Park ; 
Stokenchureh ; Ashford ; 
(two): Bristol : Rams 
Birdwaal ; Willesden ; Walsall; 
Bloxwich: Smethwick: Eastbourne ; 
Whiteinch ; Southampton; Longridge ; 
Ashton-on-Ribble ; Preston ; Lytham ; 
Radcliffe; Halifax ; Rainhill; Wiston ; 
and Nantwich ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions 
Leeds (two) ; 
Wakefield : 
wen (two) : 
Wiean : 
Fleet wood 


bottom : 


INTOXICATING 
TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) 
Petitions in favour, from Millport ; 

Edzell ; Partick » Edinburgh ; Durness ; 

and Dumfries ; to lie upon the 


LIQUORS 
BILL. 


SALE OF 


Crovan ; 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LAND TRANSFER 
Paper [presented 26th 
be printed. | No. 100. | 


ACT, 1897. 
March]; to 





BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [Lords]. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 26th March; Wr. Gerald Bal 
four]; to lie upon the Table. and to be 
printed. [No. 101.] 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 
Return presented, relative thereto 


ordered 26th March ; Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
_ printed. [No. 102.] 

' 8E 
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NORTH EASTERN 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 26th March; Mr. Gerald Bal 
four ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 103.| 


Que sions, 


RAILWAY BILE. 


PROVISIONAL 
BILL. 

Return presented, relative 
[ordered 26th March; Mr. Gerald Bua 
four|; to lie upon the Table. and to hx 
printed. [|No, 104. | 


ELECTRIC 
ORDERS 


LIGHTING 
(No. 1 
3 ‘ 
thereto 


! 


FACTORY AND 
(MANUFACTURE OF 
WARE AND CHINA), 
Copy presented, ot Amended Special 

Rules for the Manutacture of Earthen 

ware and China {by Act]: to lie upon the 

Table. 


WORKSHOP = ACTS 
EARTHEN- 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (NAVY 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 22nd March 1901, authorising the 
temporary application of surpluses on 
certain Navy Votes for the year 1900— 
190] to meet excesses on ot'ier Navy 
Votes for the same year [pursuant to 
Resolution of the House of ith March 
1879]: to lie upon the Table. 


VOTES). 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 
Copy presented, of Amending General 
Order for the regulation of proceedings 
under and in pursuance of the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899 [by Act | : to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. |No, 105. | 


PROCEDURE 
1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP <A). 

Mr. Hargreaves Brown reported from 
the Committee on Group A of Private 
Bills, that ‘ne parties opposing the 
Thames Piers and River Service Bill had 
stated that the evidence of Captain 
L. W. E. Bowen, Harbour Master, 
Temple Pier, was essential to their case ; 
and it having been proved that his 
attendance could not be procured with- 
out the intervention of the House, he had 
been instructed to move that the said 
Captain L. W. E. Bowen do attend the 
said Committee to-morrow, at Twelve 
of the clock. 
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(Jie stions. 


That 


attend the 


Ordered, Captain LL. WR, 
Bowen do Committee on 
Group A of Private Bills to-morrow, at 
Twelve of the clock. 

PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). 

Mr Schwann reported irom the Com- 
Private Bills. that 
the nNarlies promoting the Wells Water 
Bill had stated that the 
Joseph Clapton 


mittee on Grrouy LY of 


evidence Ol 


Davis was essential to 
their case; and it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 


House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Joseph Clapton Davis do 
attend the said Committee to-morrow, 
at Twelve of the clock. 

Ordered, That Joseph Clapton Davis 
do attend the Committee on (rroup 1) of 
Private Bills to-morrow, at ‘Twelve oi 
the clock. 


(it TESTIONS. 


There were eight questions on the 
Paper. The first addressed tothe Finan- 
cial Secretary to the Treasury, was, by 
The others were 
addressed to the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland and the Secretary of State for 
War, neither of whom was in his place. 


request, postponed. 


Mr. ODOHERTY (Donegal. N.) put 
a question to the Secretary of State for 
War. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is no objet 
in calling on the other questions. as the 
Ministers to whom they are addressed 
ure not present. 


Mr. ODOHERTY : The Minister to 
whom | put this question is in the pre 
cinets of the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
but he is not here 


That 


may be so: 


Mr JAMES LOWTHER — (Kent. 
Thanet): I think the Chief Secretary 
is about the House somewhere. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I can take no 
notice of that: but I can eall on the 


hon. Member to put ithe question if he 
Wishes it. 
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Mr. OCDOHERTY then put another | imperfection of the existing law has 
question, but no reply was made. He lately been brought before the notice of 


complained of the absence of Ministers. | everyone in so startling a manner by 
what has happened from drinking poison- 
Hilts BPR ART... Thesiekt hou: Gen: | eae hear and the 3 SE oc! 


into a discussion as to Why He is not here.) Ainendiment, & siouid ave ieid ao Ube 
necessary to do more than barely state 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): My hon. the object of the Bill, did [ not remember 
and learned and gallant colleague the that two Bills with a similar object have 
Member for East Clare is very anxious already, within the past not very many 
to have his question answered. years, been considered by this House, 
without the desired result ; and that 
this though like is yet so unlike them 


‘ “as TER TUN y » : . 
CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 1) BILL. that [ must needs explain as briefly as | 


Order for Committee read. can the method of this Bill, whereby I 
trust that it will meet with better fortune 
Clause 1 :— than was ultimately theirs. The Bills 


of 1886 and 1896 were introduced by 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire. Mid) the hon. Baronet the Member for 
asked why the usual course had not been Sudbury, whose devotion and publie 
followed of specifying separately the parti- spirit have inseparably associated his 
cular year to which the sums voted were pjame with this question. and his unflag- 
appropriated, ging attention, and that of many others 
bestowed on the present measure will 
Tre FINANCIAL SECRETARY To. now. I trust. be suitably rewarded by the 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AvsTEN CHAM- yealisation of their patriotic desire that 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): This is a everyone throughout the United King- 
Consolidated Fund and not an Appro- dom shall havea glass of pure beer when 
priation Bill. It is only on the Appropria- he asks for it. 


tion Bill at the end of the session that the [will give just so much of the history of 
sums are specifically ear-marked. this matteras is necessary to explain the 
immediate business in hand. For genetua- 

Clause agreed to. tions down to the latter part of the 18th 
century, beer had been a liquor, old, 

Clauses 2 and 3 agreed to. mature, and mellow, brewed after the 
barley harvest, from malt and hops, in 

Clause 4 : the mild autumnal weather of October. 


But the 19th century arrived with all 

Mr. CALDWELL~ objected to the its cheap methods, some good, some bad, 
title. The Bill was really the first “Con-| and Parliament had to interfere. So 
solidated Fund Bill,” and not the “Con- | from 1802 till 1847 only barley malt, 
solidated Fund First Bill.” hops, and yeast were allowed in the brew- 
ing of beer, save for one slight exception, 

(The hon. Member moved an Amend- hardly indeed a real exception,that brown 
ment to this effect. but it was negatived.| sugar for colouring was allowed from 
1811 to 1817. But in 1847, after forty- 

Bill reported without Amendinent > tive vears of security, was sown the seed 


to be read a third time to-morrow. of all our woes in this respect ; for in 
that year a concession was made to the 

BEER Bite. woeful importunity of our old friend the 

[SECOND READING. } West Indian planter, and sugar was then 
Order for Second Reading read. first allowed to have a real component 


share in the brewing of beer. But sugar 
*Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough): I rise, was the signal for an invasion of imita- 
Sir, to move the Second Reading of this tions. Sugar can be made from other 
Bill to amend the law relating to the things besides the West Indian cane. It 
manufacture and sale of beer. The is only a matter of starch. Dapper 
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chemists with their glucose were followed 
jauntily by »seudo-seientists with count- 
less substitutes, rejoicing in such a list 
of fearsome naies as would have made 
Quintilian stare and gasp. When the 
burden of all this began to grow too 


grievous to be borne, there arose a 


doughty champion of reform, the hon. | 


Baronet, who took the field in that be- 
half and brought in his Bills of 1886 and 
1896. He proposed to turn back, make 
the law as it was before 1847, and suffer 
no drink to bear the name of “ beer ’ 
save only what was brewed from malt 
and hops. 

“And herein 
ence 


lies 


here I leave history and betake my- | 


self to the present Bill. Its main object 
is to secure to the buyer a glass of beer 
brewed from malt, hops and yeast if he 
asks for it. But to enable him to do so 
we had to give it a name. Well, as the 
House is aware, outside the wallsof Parlia- 
ment, fromallsorts and conditions of men, 
county councils, municipal councils, 
boards of guardians, trade and labour 


leagues—has arisen a cry for pure beer, | 


and we who had to frame the Bill were 
much exercised in our minds whether we 


should not take that name for what we 


eall in our Bill by the modest name of 
* Malt Beer.” But a sense—perhaps too 
striet—of justice restrained us. The 
name “beer” has now for over fifty 
years been shared in common by malt 
beer and that 


Beer,” while it would truly denote our 


beer would yet connote offensively that all | 


others were impure, whereas we do not 
seek to claim any monopoly, express or 
implied, of the name beer. This meets 
more than one objection to the Bill of 
1896. It was then argued by our oppo- 
nents that several industries engaged 


in making legitimate substitutes would be | 


ruined if the Bill passed into law, and the 
rigat hon. Gentleman the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer declared that the 
revenue would suffer if he could not tax 
as beer any but malt beer. Well, we 
have changed all that by Clause 1. We 
advocates of barley malt are still the same 
but not the same. Sir John Cutler had 


a pair of black worsted stockings which 
his maid darned so often with silk that 
they became a pair of silk stockings. It 


Mr. Purvis. 
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the cardinal differ- | 
between those Bills and this—for | 


brewed with substitutes 
for malt and we felt that the name * Pure | 
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Bill. 


is no longer monopoly that we seek, it is 
Free Trade for all. The enterprising 
/makers of substitutes may go merrily on 
save in sO far as malt heer shall openly 
compete with them, and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer and his revenue shall 
not be interfered with. ° 
Clause 2. prohibiting the use of hop sub- 
| stitutes, is for the safety of the consumer 
of beer, and is necessary from the great 
danger of their use, and the extreme 
difficulty of detection. Hop substitutes 


"| cannot plead in their defence the use and 


'wont of fifty years ago like malt substi 
tutes. On one oceasion—twenty years 
ago—~in a time of acute hop famine. they 
attempted and failed to take a perma- 
| nent place among the constituents of the 
| mash tun, and it is admitted on all 
hands that to allow them would be most 
hurtful to the public, but that their pro- 
hibition will hurt nobody, because hops 
virtually hold the field against all sub- 
stitutes. 

Coming now to Clauses 3 and 4, as to 
marking and labelling of cask and bottle 
and tap, and putting up notice in the bar 
room, it is an undisputed function of 
Government to take precatitions against 
deception, which a buyer cannot take for 
himself. The evidence against this mark- 
ing and labelling given to the Beer Com- 
mittee was all on the assumption that 
there might have to be ten or more 
different labels required. and so chaos 
and confusion would reign supreme at the 
publie-house bar, but this Bill proposes 
only two labels corresponding with the 
two names in Clause 1, a simple division 
by which there is no beer which does not 
fall under one or other alternative. Thus 
the spectre of chaos and confusion is 
effectively laid. and as to any slur or 
stigma on part-malt beer, if as some 
maintain it is as good as malt beer, why 
should the label be deemed any disadvan- 
tage? If it is better or more tothe public 
taste the label will be a distinct advantage. 

A lady had given to her a barrel of small 
beer, and she asked the butler how it 
were best to keep it. ‘* Well, ma’am,” 
was his reply. ‘the best way to keep a 
barrel of small beer is to place a barrel of 
strong beer alongside of it.” All we ask 
is to give the buver a chance to judge for 
himself, and then to leave him to do as he 
likes. And this I may at once say is also 
our reason for the eighth clause of the 
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Bill. That clause aims at giving a man 
this same chance of getting’a glass of malt 
beer even where the tied house system 
prevails, where at present he is fain to 
take what is offered him or go, may he a 
day's journey, to a less tied house locality. 
My hon. friend the Member for West 
Nottingham has an Amendment on the 
Paper as to tied houses. Of course, he 
knows best what he is about, but [ hope 
he will forgive me for saying it seems 
somewhat wide of the mark as raising an 
academic discussion, on a most important 
question I allow, but more suited in its 
form§for Tuesday afternoons than for 
the Second Reading of such a Bill as this 
with an immediate object in view. So 
then coming back to Clause 5, requiring 
registers to be kept by brewer and dealer 
ot beer sent out and received, it sets up 
what is called in the apt language of 
Bentham, pre-appointed evidence based 
on the right inherent in Society to ward 
off wilful or accidental injury to itself 
by antecedent precautions, and this clause 
while no impediment to getting the 
article required will be a very considerable 
hindrance to improper sales of what is 
but a disguised imitation of the article 
required. 

Such are the main features of this Bill. 
It is not protection, but is plainly in the 
interests of the consumer which is the 
main doctrine of Free Trade. It gives 
warning to the buyer, and then leaves 
him to do as he pleases. Except the 
notice in Clause 4, sub-section 2 to be 
posted up at the bar of the seller of part- 
malt beer, it imposes no obligation on the 
brewer or seller of part-malt beer which 
it does not impose on the brewer or seller 
of malt beer. [t has been mid why not 
leave the whole matter to the Food and 
Drug Acts which already make it punish- 
able to sell to the prejudice of the pur 
chaser ‘‘ any article of food which is not 
of the nature, substance, and quality 
demanded by the purchaser.” But in 
the case of beer, this would mean an ex- 
pensive, elaborate, and even questionable 
chemical analysis, whereas this Bill chiefly 
works by what may be termed mechani- 
cal plain ready means of prevention and 
detection ; and to leave things as they 
are because of the liability to punishment 
under the Food and Drug Acts. is not 
more reasonable than to sleep with the 
front door unbolted because a burglar 
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can be punished under the common law 
when he happens to be caught. Then 
again it may be argued that nothing 
should be done until the Royal Com- 
mission has made its Report on the subj. et 
of arsenic in beer and other articles of 
food and drink. But for our purpose the 
reference to the Commission is at once too 
wide in its scope and too narrow in its 
object. It may, for ought I know, be 
very useful for a Royal Commission to go 
roving at large over the whole field of a 
reference De omnibus rebus et quibusdam 
aliis ; but it will settle nothing and dis- 
cover nothing of actual preventive value 
as regards heer now that universal atten- 
tion has been rivetted in so tragic a 
fashion on the special form of danger 
from which the public has suffered. | 
imagine that the coroner's inquests have 
rid us for some time to come of arsenic 
from pyrites; but when Hercules cut 
off the Hydra’s head, two new ones grew 
up in its place. There are other baneful 
things besides arsenic, and our last state 
may be worse than the first, be the Report 
of the Commission what it will as to 
arsenic, if this Bill do not pass. 

Sir, I am already too much indebted to 
the patience of the House, or I might 
have shown that this is a temperance 
Bill, for temperance prevails in the 
countries where only malt beer is drunk. 
I might have shown that this is a brewers’ 
Bill, for if confidence in British beer be 
not restored Bavarian beer will take its 
place. I might have shown that this is 
an agriculturist Bill as increasing the 
demand for harley ; but it is time to furl 
my sail and make an end. Now that we 
are brought face to face with the stern 
facts—after the deaths which have oce- 
eurred from poisoned beer—after the 
widespread sickness and suffering from 
poisoned beer, after the public has ap- 
pealed to us in daily petitions to this 
House for protection from this pestilence 
that walketh in darkness, I maintain 
that the present state of things ought 
not to be suffered to continue for an 
hour. And so my task is done. If I 
have in anywise shown this Bill to be 
worthy of support. IT have done as I 
desired. If, as doubtless is the fact, I 
have in many ways come short of what 
is due to the House and the subject, I 
trust it will be considered the fault of the 
advoeate and not imputed to the cause 
which he has advocated. I beg to move. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time. -—( Vr. Purvis). 


*COLONEL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon) : In rising to move 
the rejection of this Bill 1 desire first to 
say one or two words upon a personal 
matter. [ wish to explain that | amin no 
way interested in brewing, neither have 
i any commercial interest in the sugar 
industry. 1 have never been the holder 
ot any brewery shares, and | have 
never “ been a licensed 
dinner. | can, therefore. 
claim to approach this subject from an 
entirely lidepetdent point of view. 

| oppose this Bill for tour reasons. First, 
because it is not a Bill to prevent arsenical 


guest at a 
victuallers’ 


poisoning in beer; secondly, it is con 
trary to the interests of British agri 
culturists ; thirdly, it 
which the executive cannot administer ; 
and, fourthly, it favours the foreign as 
against the sritish producer. With 
regard to arsenical poisoning, | did hope 
that this Bill would have given a strong 
lead to the House. Undoubtedly the 
great trouble which lias arisen recently 
in the North has been due to the sugar 
which found its wav into the beer. But. 
as a matter of fact. sugar adulteration 
has nothing whatever to do with this 
sil. = We use sugar in almost everything 
We have it in our tea 


creates ao law 


we eat and drink. 
and our cottee. 
with it, and therefore it 


end even hams are cured 
is Impossible 
to say that sugar is net a proper consti 
tuent of ordinary food. But the question 
is, have we a right to know what it is we 
are eating and drinking ? Asa matter of 
fict, we eat and drink a good many 
things of the constituents of which 
we know nothing. We drink. for 
instance, aerated waters, soda, lithia. 
and seltzer, and | do not 
that many Members of this House can 
tell us the constituents of these waters. 
1 do not see, indeed, what particular 
object there is ino making known the 
exact constituents of beer, except it le 
to restore public confidence. We know 
that the poisoning in the North arose 
from sugar supplied by a particular 
firm. and was due to the sulphuric acid 
with which that sugar was treated. ‘The 
hon. Gentleman who moved the Second 


suppose 
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‘Reading of this Bill said that for the last 


fifty vears sugar had been admitted to 
be a coustituent of beer. Now it takes 
two forms. There is the invert sugar 
and the glucose sugar. ‘The invert sugar 
is made from sugar cane treated with 
sulphuric acid ; 
obtained from maize, sago, and tapioca, 
also treated with sulphuric acid, which, 
of course is afterwards got rid of. If 
there be arsenic in the sulphuric acid, it 
Is possible that it 
invert or 


the glucose sugar is 


passes Into the 
sugar, and if 
impure sulphuric acid is used it Is 
quite possible that =the impurity 
passes Into the sugar. 1 do not wish to 
go into the history of the firm implicated 
in this matter. [ believe that Messrs. 
Bostock are now in liquidation. The 
business was originally founded by Mr. 
Bostock, and eventually became, under 
one of the most objectionable kinds of 
management—the kind so prevalent 
nowadays —a limited liability company. 
in which everything devolves upon the 
manager, whose duty it is to make the 
directors’ fees, his own salary, and 
possibly al profit for the shareholders. 
if, -as has there 
carelessness in the manu- 
sugar. and if that 


S 


glucose 


heen suggested, 
Was YPoss 
facture of the 
Loss carelessness resulted in widespread 
disease and death, | cannot understand 
why the criminal law was not put into 
operation. If gross carelessness led to 
many deaths surely it was a subject 
which ought to be touched by the 
criminal law. and | cannot understand 
the failure of the Government to take 
steps in the matter. This Bill. unfortu- 
nately, does not deal in any way with 
that question. If the public in our great 
towns look, as they are looking. for a pure 
heer Bill. a Bill which will secure that the 
beer supplied to them is free from 
arsenical poisoning, they will be disap- 
pointed with this measure, which does 
not in the slightest degree guarantee 
their safety. The same materials may 
still be used, call them by what name you 
like. There is to be the same invert 
sugar, which may be perfectly pure; 
thereis to be the glucose. which ought to 
he pure; but there is not the slightest 
protection to the public in a single line of 
this Bill. | should like to read a few 
words which Dr. ‘Reid. the sanitary 
officer for the county of Staffordshire, 
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gave in his evidence before the Royal 
Commission now sitting. He said— 

* As preventive measures he would recom 
mend (1) that no glucose or invert sugar 
should be made with sulphuric acid uniess it 
was made from sulphur and not from pyrites, 
and that the brewers should have a guarantee 
to that effect; (2) that the Inland Revenue 
should instruct Excise Officers to see that sue 
ylarantees were given, and to collect samples 
of brewing materials for analysis ; and (3) 
that additional powers for local authorities te 
seize contaminated beers should be given.” 

If the Bill had proceeded on these lines 
| could have understood it, but there is 
not a single word in it which woild 
strengthen the hands of local authorities. 
We must look elsewhere tor the motives 
of this Bill. I should like to say that 
there are only eight makers of brewing 
substitutes known. and surely the 
Inland Revenue, which controls so many 


breweries, could exercise equal control 
over these eight firms of substitute 


makers. There ought to be no danger 
to the public when there are only so few 
places to which the health officers or 
officers of Inland Revenue would have to 


goin order to seck for contaminated 


materials. It does not strike me that the 
Local Government Board, with its army 
of inspectors, would find this a very 
difficult duty to undertake. 

But, as I have said, we must 


for the motive which 
inspires this Bill, L feel sure that 
one is to raise the price of British 
barley. Personally, as an agricultural 
Member, | should not object to that 
if | were convinced that that would 
be the case. But | hold strongly 
opposite views. | feax that the Bill will 
injure the agriculturist, and in this way. 
It may raise the price of the highest 
kinds of barley, but it will lower the price 
of the second and medium classes which 
are grown throughout the country. 
Why was sugar introduced into beer at 
wi. unless it was to enable the brewer by 
using the second-class barleys in com- 
bination with it to produce a_ better, 
brighter, and lighter beer, which above 
all contained less aleohol ?) Sugar en- 
ables the brewer to use second class 
English barley, and thereby render it 
equal to first class English, Chilian, or 
Smyrna barley; and he must combine 
sugar with the second English 
barley in order to produce a palatable 
You may say that the English 
public might drink beer less sweet: but 


look elsewhere 


class 


beer. 
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they have a right to say what they will 
drink, and as the publie taste has been 
educated to drink the sweeter liquor 
brewers must. it they are to use second 
class English barley, combine sugar with 
it. ‘This Bill casts a stigma or reflection 
It creates a“ malt 
beer” and a“ part-malt beer,” and the 
effect of passing it will be to reflect on the 
‘part-malt beer.” The effect of this 
undoubtedly will be that either the 
brewers will make more “all-malt” beer 
or continue to make beer according to 
their present methods. If they make 
all-malt beer, brewers will be driven to 
go abroad to buy first-class barley, 
because they cannot buy it in large 
quantities in England, and in that way 
they will depreciate the price of second- 
class barleys ; for brewers of ** part-malt 
heer” will have to keep down the 
prices, and will pay as low a price as 
possible for the barleys they use. 

This is very important, and to show that 
this is no idle contention Iam afraid I 
must readafewextracts. When the Bill of 
1895 or 1896 was before the House there 
were two respected Members of this House 

Mr. Money-Wigram and Mr. Usborne— 
who spoke with great weight upon 
it. Indeed, it was a speech of the 
former Gentleman to the  Agricul- 
tural Committee upstairs which in- 
duced me to held the views I do. I 
have not the advantage of being able 
to quote from that speech, but I have 
here the words of Mr. Usborne. delivered 
in this House on the 25th Mareh, 1896, 
and | will ask the attention of hon. 
Members to them. Mr. Usborne said— 


on second-class beer. 


“Their second object was to force the 
barley grown by their constituents into the 
brewer's mash tun. Would keeping sugar 
out of the tun force the barley into it? Most 
certainly not. Jt would toree it out by 
forcing in far more foreign barley than the 
umount of sugar withdrawn. What was it 
that the operative brewer wanted :in his tun, 
so as to get a sweet wort that would give him 
a healthy and complete fermentation? Why, 
the sun! The sun is the creator of all 
saccharine substances. He brewed himself, 
with slight variations for the time of year, as 
follows :—He used 80 per cent. of Essex barley, 
10 per cent. of foreign (Smyrna), and 10 per 
cent of sugar. If this Bill became law he 
should certainly be forced, in order to get 
enough sun into the mash tun, to use 40 per 
cent. of foreign barley and 60 per cent of 
English.” 


Phere are a few more quotations with 
which L have to trouble the House, and 
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they embody the views on the Bill of | below 32s. would be absolutely displaced by 


leading agriculturists, which were given 
expression to at the Central Chamber of 
Agriculture in February last- 

“Mr. Sutton Nelthorpe, of the Lincolnshire 
Chamber, said that although Lincolnshire was 
a county where a great deal of barley was 
grown, they felt it was a very debatable 
question whether the proposals would not 
injure the sale of second-class barley im Lin- 
colnshire, and therefore do injury to the 
farmers. The Lancashire and Cheshire and 
the Hampshire (Mr. Jas. Stratton) represen- 
tatives agreed. 

“Mr. Horne (Shropshire) said in his county 
sugar was necessary. 

“Mr. Wilson (Stockton-on-Tees) said in the 

north of England barley grown on certain 
lands would be put out of use if the use of 
sugar was abolished altogether.” 
In addition to these opinions I thought it 
well to arm myself with opinions of the 
brewers, and so [ put to several of them 
this specific question : Whether more or 
less Warwickshire, Worcestershire, Stat- 
fordshire, and Shropshire barley would 
be used if this Bill were passed, and 
what would be the effect upon the price ! 
Mr. Henry Mitchell, of Mitchells and 
Butters, Smethwick, near Birmingham, 
replied— 

““Wecan produce fine beers entirely from 

the barleys produced in the counties you men- 
tion, combined with 20 per cent. of finest 
invert sugar used in the brewing. For brewing 
entirely with malt we should have to select 
70 per cent. of light, ripe foreign barley in com- 
bination with 80 per cent. of best eastern 
counties barley. The beers from this all- 
malt brewing would not equal in any respect 
the beers produced from the midland counties’ 
barley, with the mixture of 20 per cent. of best 
invert sugar.” 
My next authority is a gentleman whose 
name is universally respected—I mean 
Sir John Holder, Bart... Chairman of 
Holders Brewery, Limited, Birmingham. 
He states— 


**T may say that if we had to brew an all- 
malt beer we should be compelled to use almost 
entirely malt made from foreign barley. 1 
cannot help thinking that the price of English 
medium and lower grade barley would decline 
in value.’ 

Mr. Morton Lueas, High Sheriff of 
Warwickshire, Chairman of Lucas and 
Co., Limited, Leamington, says— 


“Instead of luying practically all the barley 
we malt direct from the grower in Warickshire, 
we shon'd only buy one-fifth of the quantity, 
the remaining four-fifths being absolutely use- 
less unless supplemented by 2 certain  per- 
centage of adjuncts. Our price for this 
season’s harley has ranged from 20s. to 35s. per 
quarter. For an all-malt beer everything 


Colonel Milward. 


foreign barley. The fact that there would be 
no demand tor the cheaper sorts of barley for 
] 


brewing purposes could not do less than 
seriously depress the price of these qualities.’ 

I think £ meed not trouble the House 
any further with these opinions. The 
brewers have hitherto been the friends 
of the farmers. | have brought forward 
the evidence of those who attended 
the Chamber of | Agriculture, and 
also the evidence of those who buy 
the barley. It is tor these reasons, 
and beeause I think we cannot afford 
to play with British agriculture in the 
hope of something good coming, that 
I am bound to say I cannot support 
the Bill. There are two more reasons 
which in my mind are absolutely fatal 
to the measure. The first is that no 
executive could administer the provisions 
of the Bill. I do not know whether hon. 
Members are aware of the fact that it is 
impossible to detect by analysis the diffe- 
rence het ween the beers. To brew heer 
you must have sugar. Whether you get 
the sugar from barley, or from cane 
sugar, or maize, or sago, it is sugar still, 
and the result is exactly the same. [| 
think perhaps I ought to quote some 
authority in support of this. I will quote 
the Beer Materials Committee Report 
(page 7) 

“We are satisfied that in the present state 
of scientific knowledge it is not possible to 
determine by chemical analysis with sufficient 
certainty to obtain a conviction whether malt 
adjuncts have or have not been used, except, 
perhaps, in cases where excessive proportions 
of such adjuncts have been employed.” 

If that be so. T should like to ask the 
House to consider how the executive 
is to deal with this matter. What is to 
prevent a brewer putting half-malt becr 
into all-malt beer, if he desires to do so! 
There is no analysis to detect it. What 
is to prevent a publican from keeping 
both kinds of beer, and syphoning 
from one barrel into the other? | 
cannot believe for one moment that 
this House will pass a law which the 
executive is unable to put into opera- 
tion. It would become a dead letter, 
and we should be stultified, and render 
ourselyes foolish in the eyes of the 
country. Directly it is known outside 
that there is no possibility of detect- 
ing by analysis the difference between 
the heers—-that neither by sight, colour, 
taste, nor chemical analysis can we find 
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out which beer it is—is it not perfectly i would suggest that the Government 


certain that there will be continual and 
gross frand in connection with the mixing 
of the two beers! The measure will be 
grossly unfair to the British producer 
as against the foreign producer. It is 
proposed that the House should put 
British producers under certain restric 
tions in regard to the beer they brew. 
We are to Sy that this beer should be 
labelled superior, and that beer interior, 
that this should be labelled malt beer, 
and the other part-malt beer, by which, of 
course, it is intended to throw a reflection 
on the part-malt beer. You would allow 
the foreign producers, the brewers of 
Pilsener, Munich, and other beers to 
come in without any restrictions at all. 
There is no such dislike for foreign articles 
in this country that consumers would 
prefer home-manufactured beer. On the 
contrary, many people know that the 
foreign article is pertectly good and 
wholesome, and [ am astonished when 
the toreign products are admitted without 
any restriction that you are going to 
restrict In every possible way British 
brewers. I should have thought that 
we had enough foreign competition in 
this country already. When I see great 
markets like those of Germany and 
Austria shut to us by hostile tariffs, and 
when I see articles manufactured there 
flooding our country year by year, I think 
that we have quite enough of foreign com- 
petition already. My right hon. friend 
the Member for Sleaford has been con- 
stantly seeking to protect British agricul- 
ture. Tam beginning to think that the 
old free trade doctrines are a little worn 
out. That we should in broad daylight, 
at the beginning of the twentieth century, 
pass another enactment which is to free 
foreigners from restrictions we put on 
our own producers, seems to me an 
extraordinary thing. [i vou cannot 
detect the ingredients of foreign beer, 
and if you cannot go into the brewer's 
place and see what he is making the 
beer from, the Act is grossly unfair to 
the British brewer. You do not know 
what the foreign beer which comes into 
this country is made from, and you 
cannot restrict the foreigner. 

I do not think that I should sit down 
without, at all events, suggesting some 
alternative policy. Having regard to the 
feelingof the public atthe present moment 


} 


should take a firm stand, and see that 
the ingredients used in making beer are 
of a quality to prevent such a terrible 
calamity as occurred in the north of 
England ever taking place in this country 
again. 1 would also another 
practical remedy. 1 would suggest that 
the price of sugar should be its natural 
price, and not its bounty-fed price. The 


suggest 


/question is really one between the price 


of barley and the price of sugar, and 
sugar at its present price must win. 


Sugar is unnaturally cheap in this 
country. It is far below its natural 
price. Let the Government — take 


their courage in their hands and_ let 
them agree with other nations to place 
sugar at its natural price, and I venture 
to say that the quantity of first-class and 
second-class barley used in brewing will 
increase in that way. The brewer would 
then no longer bave the incentive he 
now has to Ile would have 
every encouragement to use a larger pro- 
portion of British barley in the manu- 
facture of beer. 


use sugar. 


Amendment 

“'T'o leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(Colonel Milward.) 


proposed— 


(Juestion proposed, ‘ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham) said he felt in a 
position of somewhat unusual difficulty 
and embarrassment, because he was 
unable to find out the object of the 
promoters of the Bill, and those doubts 
had not been removed by the speeches 
of the mover and seconder of the Bill. 
The Bill. so far as he could make out, 
did not differ in the smallest degree 
from that which had previously been 
before the House. There were on the 
back of the Bill a number of names 
that must carry weight in the House, 
but he was bound to ask himself what 
was the object of the Bill and of its 
promoters. He thought at first, when 
he heard notice being given of a Bil] of 
this character, that it was possibly for the 
promotion of what was known as pure 
beer, because he remembered there was 
not very long ago a movement in favour 


of pure beer. Pure beer was, no doubt, 
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a very excellent beverage, and appealed | 
very strongly to those who consumed 
it. No doubt pure beer was an excellent 

thing to ery when they went down to 
the country. While the 
movement was going on there seemed 

to be dawning in England a kind of 
earthly paradise, having a pure and 
wholesome liquid which the wearied 
lubourer might drink to his fill without 

fear either of the doctor or the police-| 
man. But when they came to look at 

the Bill they found nothing about pure 
beer init. They saw nothing to compel 
or encourage the manufacture of pure 
beer. One of the numerous arguments 
in favour of pure beer was that it was 
going to promote temperance largely. 

but there was not a single provision in 
the Bill which would secure the purity 
of beer, and as far as he could under 

stand it, the Bill would have the effect 
of harassing the brewers and the retailers 
of beer by practically compelling them 
to manufacture or retail two articles, 
and it would enrich those who had to 
make labels, the designers of stumps, 
and the printers of letters one and a 
quarter inches square, which would 
have to be used in every room through- 
out the United Kingdom in which beer 
was served. It would in some degree 
penalise the use, so far as possible, of 
beer not brewed from barley 
Perhaps that was the explanation of it 
aul. Perhaps in some nebulous way the 
aim of the Bill was indirectly to raise 
the price of barley. Last vear he 
attended a farmers’ dinner, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member tor. 
Sleaford, who was present, delivered 
a speech, in which he told the farmers | 
that ruin was staring them in the face, 
and that they would very shortly be 
in the workhouse. He subsequently 
soothed their feelings and comforted 
them 


pure hee % 


malt. 


with the statement that there 
was still a bit of blue in the sky. It 
almost seemed to him that the right 
hon. Gentleman saw in the lamentable 
occurrence in the north of England 
what he 


regarded us something like 


the interposition of Providence to raise 
the price of barley and bring hope to 
the minds of the British barley grower. 
But this Bill would do nothing to raise | 
the price of barley in this country, be- 


Mr. Heywood Johnstone. 
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cause it did not prohibit the use of foreign 
barley or compel the use of British 
barley, and the brewer, like all other 
human beings, would get what suited 
him best. Mr. Thomas Usborne, speak- 
ing in the House on a similar Bill some 
years ago, said that he used in brewing 
his beer 8O per cent. of Essex barley, 
10 per cent. of foreign barley, and 10 
per cent. of sugar, and he observed 
that if the Bill then under consideration 
had been passed he would have been 
compelled to use 40 per cent. of foreign 
barley and 60 per cent. of English barley. 
That statement from a practical brewer, 
who understood and appreciated the 
subject of which he was talking, showed 
that this measure would not benefit 
the British agriculturist or send up the 
price of barley grown in Great Britain. 
After all, the value of barley was a matter 
of climate and a matter of sunshine. 
If this Bill could compel the sun to 
shine at the right time on the British 
Empire it would do a great deal more 
for agriculture than the prov isions it 
contained as to the brewing oi beer. 
In order to benefit the farmers of East 
Anglia they must either prohibit the 
use of foreign barley altogether or put 
so strong a duty on foreign barley as 
to compel the brewer to use home-grown 
harley. The only effect of the Bill 
would be to compel the manufacturer 
beer, 
and the natural result would be that 
care would be taken to make the half- 
malt beer the more palatable ot the 
two. The brewer would take great care 
that it was the sort of article which would 
be most in demand at the places where 
it was sold. If it was the cheaper form 
to manufacture they might depend upon 
it that he would take care to sell the 
largest amount of the part-malt kind, 
What a fatuous kind of legislation was 
that to compel two articles to be put 
in constant comparison and competition 
day by day, while there was nothing to 
ensure that what they held to be the 
least valuable was not the better of the 
two! ile thought that point was 
important. 

The real fact was. and he took it 
that the promoters of the Bill knew it 
pretty well, that there was practically 
no inquiry and no demand for so-called 














h 


d 


it 
mn 
to 


1¢@ 








1457 Beer 


pure beer. The Report of the Depart- 
menta! Committee on Beer Materials 
contained the following— 

“Tt may be pointed out that under the 

present law, if there was a large and genuine 
demand for all-malt beer, it would probably 
seldom be difficult for consumers to obtain it 
under guarantee.” 
Was it conceivable, if it was to the 
advantage of a brewer to advertise, and 
hold himself out as a producer of all- 
malt beer and nothing else, that he would 
not rush in and occupy the field, having 
before him such a large prospect of advan- 
tage and gain! That was worthy of 
consideration. If there was a real and 
growing demand on the part of the out- 
side public for all-malt beer, why did 
not some brewer come into the market 
and fill up that demand at once? The 
extraordinary departure which this Bill 
took. was that it did not matter whether 
they produced the required article or 
not, but they must own that they had 
used certain materials. The fact was 
that no analogy could be drawn between 
malt beer and half-malt beer, in the same 
way as between butter and margarine. 
Butter and margarine were two different 
products. Malt beer was admittedly 
the same product as half-malt beer, 
only they were made from different 
matertils. When the same result might 
be reached by two different ways, and 
when they limited the choice of the 
producer to particular kinds of materials, 
he thought they were going a long way 
in the direction of legislation which 
intertered with the manufacturing habits 
and customs of the community, and in a 
direction which, to his mind, was both 
dangerous and unnecessary. 

He had alluded to the pure beer ery. 
That ery had absolutely died out until it 
was revived bythe lamentable occurrences 
which took place in Manchester and the 
North of England last year. He did 
not in the least minimise the seriousness 
or the gravity of that attack. but he 
wanted to point out to the House in 
the first place. that the whole of that 
illness was traced to its source, namely, 
the sugar supplied by a particular firm. 
Dr. Buchanan in his report regarding 
the epidemic referred to the information 
obtained as to the use of brewing sugar 
in these words— 


_ “This information, wherever obtained, was 
Invariably to the effect that brewing sugar 
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had, at all events up to the end of November, 
been used at the brewery. In all but two 
cases the whole or part of the sugar used was 
said to have been obtained from Messrs. 
Bostock and Co. In two instances (the 
brewery in Stone, and another brewery in 
Preston) it had been obtained from a sugar 
dealer who, [ have been informed, was supplied 
by Messrs. Bostock and Co., as well as by 
other brewing sugar manufacturers.” 


If hon. Members wished to challenge 
that statement, they would have an 
opportunity of tracing the epidemic to 
another source. The epidemic had been 
traced to that particular souree, and he 
went further and said that the liability 
of those who supplied that sulphuric 
acid in the first instance was undoubted, 
unquestioned, and unquestionable. There 
was no doubt in his mind but that in 
addition to a civil liability there was a 
liability to which the criminal law could 
be applied in respect of carelessness and 
want of due precautions on the part 
of those who supplied an article which 
they knew was going to be used in the 
manufacture of beer. There had been 
one or two prosecutions already in respect 
of that very beer, under the provisions 
of the Food and Drugs Act, 1875. The 
law as it stood at present was quite 
sufficient to deal with an oecurrence 
of the lamentable character which had 
taken place in Manchester and its neigh- 
bourhood. It could be dealt with by 
means of a civil liability, or a criminal 
liability, or a prosecution under the 
Food and Drugs Act. There was another 
point —such a thing had never happened 
before. Although sugar had been in 
considerable use since 1878, and had 
heen used more or less since 1847 in the 
manutacture of beer, during twenty- 
two years there had been no fatal result 
following its use. The result of the 
poisoning at Manchester was that a 
wave of analyses had swept over the 
whole country. The Local Government 
Board very properly sent out a circular, 
calling the attention of the county 
councils to their responsibilities under 
the Act. In his own county out of forty- 
four samples that were taken, forty-two 
were quite clear from arsenic. and the 
other two contained it in only an infini- 
tesimal quantity. The London County 
Council had taken 168 samples and not a 
trace of arsenic had been found in any 
of them. The reports of analysts had 
on more than one occasion shown that 
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arsenica’ poisoning could exist in beer 
brewed trom malt and only, 
although the danger of coutamination 
might be a very faint one. A great 
authority had said that if the materials 
were pure, the product would be pure— 
no matter what the materials might be. 

There was only one other argument 
he should like to mention the argument 
that the consumer did not get what 
he asked for, and that he was entitled 
to’ get what he asked for. On that 
point, the Report of the Beer Materials 
Committee put the this Bill 
utterly and entirely out of court. The 
Report said— 


hops 


ease ot 


“Tf the liquor produced from malt only were 
clearly distinguishable from, and deiinitely 
superie: to, the liquor brewed with a moderate 
proportion of malt adjuncts, it would be within 
the competence of Parliament, and might be 
in the public interest to assign separate dis- 
tinetive names to these liquors. But, in our 
opinion, this is not at present the case.” 
What the customer asked for was beer, 
and he got beer. To sum up what he 
had said on these points, the hon. Member 
remarked that in the first instance the 
demand for legislation was founded upon 
a single instance, the Manchester scare, 
which was due to human fallibility and 
carelessness which no legislation could 
prevent, and for which the existing law 
was sufficient to provide a remedy. Its 
object was to create an increased demand 
for British barley, and to raise its price. 
It was more than problematical whether 
the present Bill would have that effect. 
The effect would be absolutely nil, because 
no analyst could tell the ingredients 
used if the product was satisfactory. For 
these reasons he could only regard the 
measure as the outcome of that muddled 
benevolence which often attended the 
gathering together of a new Parliament. 
His interest as a manufacturer was of 
the very smallest character, and_ its 
eupital value was less than £500, but his 
interest asa large and thankful consumer 
of beer was much greater. He asked 
that it should be a wholesome, sound, 
and good article, because he drank a good 
deal of it, and because he did not think 
the Bill would do anything to improve 
his drink he seconded the motion for its 
rejection. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey): I entirely asso- 
Mr. Heywoo! Johnstone. 


{COMMONS} 
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ciate myseli with the objection taken to 
this measure by the hon. and gallant 
Member, and [ shall support him if he 
goes to a division, though I am afraid 
the arguments I shall endeavour to place 
before the House will hardly be argu- 
ments to which he will give agreement 
andassent. In the first instance, it seems 
to he almost sacrilege to break into what 
is or has the appearance of a little rift 
or family jar in the ranks of our oppe- 
nents. The two constituent faetors of 
the Government party—landlords ; and 
brewers—are at issue on this point. In 
my humble judgment the Bill goes too 
far. I have read many Bills introduced 
into the House, but I do not think I have 
ever read one in which the phraseology 
and the terminology were so unfortunate 
as in this Bill. [| believe the effect of 
that mistake will be that the framers 
and promoters of the Bill will find in the 
division lobby that they have over-reached 
themselves, and that they have alienated 
a good deal of support which they would 
otherwise have enjoyed. The oly justifi- 
eation for a measure of this character 
is the declaration that the law should 
be so altered as to make it certain that 
any purchaser desiring to buy what is 
called pure beer, or what I prefer to call 
malt and hops beer, should be able to do 
so without any chance of any other 
manutactured article being palmed_ off 
upon him. I believe that is a reasonable 
object. I believe the purchaser has the 
fullest right to be safeguarded, and if he 
wants malt and hops beer he should be 
able to buy it, even though a better beer 
were to be offered him than the one he 
desired to purchase. If the Bill had been 
so framed, and the character of this 
measure had been sueh as [I have de- 
seribed, IT myself would gladly have sup- 
ported it. In other words, if instead of 
the words * malt beer had been sub- 
stituted the word “ beer,” and if the 
words “ part-malt beer ” had been de- 
leted and the word “ale” put in their 
place | should have voted for it. I hope 
my argument will not be taken as offen- 
sive by any hon. Member, but I venture 
to suggest that a great many of the argu- 
ments brought forward by supporters 
of this measure are in every respect un- 
diluted humbug and nonsense. 
Some of the hon. Members whose names 
are on the back of the Bill should imitate 
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the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleaford, and be a little more frank and 
candid and straightforward in avowing 
the object they have in view in the intro- 
duction of this measure. Nobody, 
whether in this House or elsewhere, is 
deceived. This measure is not intro- 
duced on behalf of the consumer or the 
purchaser. It is an agricultural and 
landlords’ Bill in every respect. Does 
anybody imagine for one moment with 
regard to the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Sleaford that his bowels 
of compassion yearn for the unfortunate 
purchaser of beer, or that his withers 
are wrung on behalf of the man who 
wants pure malt beer and gets something 
with another compound in it / The 
frank letter which the right hon. Gentle- 
man wrote some time ago would be quite 
sufficient to dissipate that idea. His 
object, as he informed the public, is to 
speed the plough, and this speeding of 
the plough is to take the form of an in- 
creased demand by legislation for English 
barley, and this Bill is nothing short of 
an attempt on the part of many Members 
to increase the value, price, and con 
sumption of barley. The measure is 
hung upon this one slender fact, that a 
sngle firm, once in the lifetime of any 
hon. Member of this House, has pro 
duced glucose manufactured from sul- 
phuric acid that was culpably or crimi- 
nally defective—an incident that we may 
confidently predict will never occur 
again in our lifetime. Glucose and 
manufactured sugars are used not only 
in the manufacture of beer, but also very 
largely in the making” of confectionery. 
Is the House going to enact that no 
child should buy anything but barley 
sugar ? 

My objection to the Bill is that it 
creates a standard. Even the wording 
and phraseology is puerile and juvenile in 
the extreme. It might be borrowed from 
the football field. “ Malt beer” and 
“ part-malt beer” suggest a“ full back ”’ 
and a “three-quarter back arrange- 


ment. The Bill divides beer into two 
classes, and measures one by the 
other. It casts a reflection upon one kind 


of beer, and suggests that the particular 
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of drink and food than all the others put 
together. [| was for some years connected 
with a brewery, and IT can honestly say 
that I have never seen glucose or maize 
sugar or any other of these malt substi- 
tutes used in my life. But beer brewed 
from a certain admixture of sugar is a 
very much better liquor, more potable 
and palatable in every respect than one 
brewed from malt and hops alone. Even 
the arguments of the hon. Member who 
last addressed the House seem to me to 
prove that, because brewers are not alto- 
gether fools, if they found that there 
was a demand for malt liquor, and they 
were able to make a profit upon it, they 
would undoubtedly manufacture it. Pure 
beer under this Bill is nothing more nor 
less than poor beer. Take the beer con- 
sumed in the North of England. They 
drink pure beer there. It is what they 
describe as mild ale, and that cannot be 
satisfactorily manufactured without an 
admixture of sugar. You could not get 
the ordinary working man in the North 
of England to drink malt beer without 
this sugar ; it would not be to his taste or 
palate. This Bill is so worded as to stimu- 
late the consumption of one class of beer 
and to handicap another. This is, in a 
measure, protection. | venture to make 
the following propositions :-—That all 
beers are brewed from sugar solutions ; 
that those sugar solutions can be obtained 
either from the sugar of barley or malt, 
or from the starch of rice or maize in the 
ordinary process of fermentation ; that 
rice and maize are equally as good articles 
of food as barley or malt (as hundreds of 
millions of our fellow-creatures exist upon 
rice, and we are all aware that the maize 
crop in America is perhaps the most 
valuable that America produces) ; that 
all beers are chemically pure what- 
ever they may be produced from in 
these different that they are 
equally good articles of food ; and that, 
as has been argued already, it is abso 

lutely impossible to tell by analysis what 
their composition is so long as they are 
chemically pure. To talk of beer that is 
brewed from the starch of rice or maize as 
impure is an entire misuse of the word. 

Iwas a member of the Committee that 


classes ; 


quality of beer brewed from materials in | sat for several years to deal with the ques- 


the production of which hon. Members 
opposite have great interest has a purer 
character and is a more wholesome article | 

) 


tion of the adulteration of food products. 
We had before that Committee the chief 
Analyst of Somerset House, and he in- 
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formed us that there had been 17,604 
analyses of beer during ten years, that 
5.720 of those had been found to be adul 
terated, almost in every ease in public- 


and 


qitestion—- 
A 


sugar mixed. He was asked this 
“You did not find as a rule any other 
noxious compounds ? ” 
His answer was 
“We did not find any noxious compounds 
in one of the samples.” 
That is to say, that for ten years the 
analyst of Somerset House had been 
dealing by analyses with beers, that 
between 17,000 and 18,000 samples had 
been examined, but not one single 
sample of beer had been found which 
could be described as adulterated by any 
noXiOUs That gentleman 
appeared before the Committee again 


compound. 


two years later, when this evidence was 
given 

“Q. Is any analysis made of beer? A. 
Very frequently. (). For what cause? A. 
We have not had, as I gave in my evidence 
hefore, any experience of any deleterious in- 
gredients being found in beer for many years.” 
1 think that dissipates the contention 
that beer is, or has ever been adulterated. 
In the Report of that Committee these 
words may be found 

“ According to the Return afforded to the 

Local Government Board, excess of sulphur 
appears to be the only form in which beer is 
adulterated.” 
Therefore, | do not think that even the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleaford or the hon. Baronet the Member 
for Sudbury will endeavour to go heyond 
the chief authority upon this subject. 
Brewers think with 
ground of Justification, that as long as 
they produce an article that is chemically 
pure, that is wholesome as an article of 
food, they ought not to be tied down in 
any way as to what they produce. 

I want to makea suggestion to the sup- 
porters of this Bill. We are living in| 
days of statutory restrictions. statutory 
legislation, statutory parliaments, and 
other matters. [or the first time we are 
asked to create a statutory liquor. 1 | 
want the supporters of this new statutory | 
liquor to endeavour to be original, to | 
strain their powers of invention a little 


say. and | some 


further in order to discover some descrip- 
Mr. George Whiteley. g 
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alone. Words are coined for telegraphic 
purposes, often by a process of condensa- 
tion. thus: ‘Grand Hotel’ becomes 


in malt and hops and eall it * maltops i: 
Or why not immortalise the name of the 
neht hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Sleatord or that of the hon. Baronet the 
Member tor Sudbury by ealling it either 
"Quilter or * Chaplin “? We might then 
look forward to people calling across the 
counter for “a pint of Quilter drawn 
mild,” or “a quart of Chaplin with a 
good head on it.” 

| believe that this Billwould have passed 
through the House with much less fric- 
tion if hon. Members who had a hand in 
its drafting had been more careful in 
their phraseology. and had adopted 
words similar to “beer” and ale” 
neither ot which would cast any reflection 
upon the other. For myself. as | do not 
think it is a Bill conceived in the inter 
ests of the consumer and the purchaser, 
I shall vote against it. 


*Sink CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, 
Sudbury): In rising to support this Bill 
I cannot forget the many occasions upon 
which the kindness and forbearance of 
the House have extended to me 
during the last fourteen or fifteen years 
when this matter has been before us. I 
also desire on behalf of myself an! other 
friends of pure beer, to thank the hon. 
Member tor Peterborough for having 
afforded us this opportunity of a full and 
free discussion of our measure, and for the 
careful and interesting manner in which 
he introduced the Bill to the House. | 
naturally should have liked to reply to 
the two or three able speeches towhich we 
have listened in opposition to the Bill, 
but I will only say that except on one or 


heen 


/two minor points of detail the criticism 


seems to have been directed against some 
other Bill or a measure it was expected 
we should bring in, or that somebody 
was supposed to have brought in. 
The Bill before us, if it is carefully looked 
into, will be seen to aim at hardly any of 
the objects which have been imputed 
to it. It is a simple Bill; it is open, I 
believe. to the charge of being a mild Bill; 


but when vou think of the magnitude of 


tion that may be applicable to this liquor 
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the interests involved, and the responsi 
bilities of the Government in regard to 
I think it will he seen 


recent occurrences 
Bill brought forward 


that this is a 


in tha Interests of tha aenncmer ond in 
furtheranee of that poiecy Oo: ear-miaikiig 
whieh fas 


netion of this 


national articles of food 
already received the 
House, and which. | 
afternoon be further aftirmed. 

Although the Bill is not my Bill. J 
have been intimately associated with the 
hon. Member for Peterborough in its 
preparation, and it is one that | entirely 
support, for I believe it is caleulated to go 
a very long way towards achieving the 
objects for which | and others have 
laboured for so many years. On previous 
oceasions | have ventured to give reasons 


believe, will this 


why some legislation of this kind was 
required, and | think T may claim, with 
all deference and modesty, that 
every ground | have advanced tn the past 
holds good to-dav. the need 
additional protection to the consumer oi 
beer has been emphasised in such a tragic 


whilst 


or some 


manner as to place the necessity almost 
outside the limits of argument. But 
there is one statement with which | 
think I am bound to deal. It has been 
urged in the public press, as well as in 
this House, that the advocates of pure 
beer have sought to make capital out of 
this unfortunate epidemic. I contend 
that previous to the arsenic scare the 
claim for a statutory definition of becr 
had ample merits, but no one can contend 
that recent events have not afforded 
additional grounds for Antervention. 


should 
referred to the ancient 
history of beer. but to-day I refrain 
from entering at length upon that 
interesting subject. 1 will = merely 
go back to the time of the Egypti ts. 
and mention that they brewed a 
beverage from barley. called 
which. according to Herodotus, was not 
much inferior to wine. L might also 
trace the history of ale and beer in our 
own country from the fifth century, 
when it is recorded that an Irish king 
was always to have a brave army and an 
inebriating ale-house, and that the Irish 
chief was always to have two casks in his 
house, one of ale and another of milk. i 
was going to refer to the state of the 


hLUnder other circumstances | 
like to have 


nythnis, 
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West Indian planters, but that has been 
well dealt with by the proposer of the 
should. however, like to 
polmt out once more the extraordinary 


measure, | 


Tne TAN a¢ fe ott wee of seresar IN nron- 
ProreLodl ut fiail bicke ha. cakheoh 
; : = 
place since 1880. In 1870 the 

ete on gee Lee pone ‘ 4 “Oh 
quantity of sugar used in brewing was 


205,000 ewts. : im 1899 the quantity hed 
increased to 2.943.752 ewts.. or ten times 
the amount. To illustrate what the free 
mash tun has led to. | hold in my hand a 
Patent, No. 12241. whieh was taken out 
in 1899, for an improved process of con- 
verting wood, shavings. wood 
fibre and well as other 
materials, into glucose and alcohol. J 
think, Sir, you will agree with me that 
if we are to consume glucose at all we 
should certainly prefer it to be derived 


Wor id 


sawdust, as 


from some other source than sawdust. — | 
that 
employed in Germany 


Yt £ sv 
years TQ? 


this has been 
for the past ten 
only, To imagine. 
Whether the patent lights have been 
exercised in this country Iam unable to 
say, but, at any rate. 1 think it shows 
conclusively the necessity for enabling 
the public to obtain beer which thev 
know has not been derived from any such 
source. 
Referring to the legislation of 1880, | 
must confess that the more I study the 
circumstances Connected with it the less 
Llikeit. It seems tomethat the interests 
of the masses of our people—the beer 
drinkers—were sacrificed to the brewers 
and the revenue. The brewers were to 
be given perfect freedom and receive no 
‘harsh treatment.” The adulteration ot 
the national beverage was alluded to as 
“an extension of the liberty of trade.” 


am assured process 


export 


4 


the breaking of fetters which ought 
never to have been Imposed, ‘Lhe 


restraint on the revenue officials who 
had hitherto been the guardians of the 
health of the people was to be relaxed, 
and the free mash tun was to become. if 
the brewers chose to make it so. a “ free 
poison tun.” [ need not go on with that, 
hecause we all know what it led to. It 
has been stated over and over again 
that the taxation to be levied upon the 
brewing interest would be met by a 
corresponding deterioration in ‘the 


materials used in brewing, but who is 
responsible for the protection of the 
Members are. not 


consumer 2? Private 
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responsible. I have every 
believe that His Majesty’s Government, 
when the present Commission have 
reported, will take such steps, as they are 
advised, tor the protection of the health 
of the people, and for stimulating the 
activity of the Inland Revenue, which 
seems to have slumbered for so many 
years. But that is not our business, 
nor is it the object of this Bill. In 
December last the Secretary to the 
Treasury said that although the power 
to prevent the use of anything noxious or 
detrimental was conferred upon the 
Treasury, yet the duty of providing 
better securities for the wholesomeness 
of beer was placed by law on the local 
authorities, subject, if necessary, to the 
Local Government Board or the Board 
of Agriculture. Therefore, as I have 
before asked, where, between all these 
various authorities, does the responsi 
bility really rest ¢ Had this responsibility 
been more clearly defined I venture 
to say that the conclusion of the Minority 
Report of the Beer Materials Committee 
would not have been ignored as they 
were. In the course of that inquiry 
strong evidence was forthcoming as to 
the dangers which the present system 
involved. 

The question of protection against 
fraud is a very important matter, and wi 
have endeavoured to deal with it. The 
Bill now before the House does 
not even go so far as to prevent the 
use of anything except hop substitutes, 
although it will enable the purchaser to 
distinguish between the two classes of 
beer ; that is, between that which con- 
tains substitutes for barley malt and that 
which does not. Apart from any con- 
siderations of public health, it seems to 
me that the Bill is only a logical sequence 
of all the recent legislation which has had 
for its object the protection of the public 
from what may be called * civil fraud.” 
Barley malt is the essential characteristic 
of true beer, and in proportion as barley 
malt is displaced by inferior materials the 
purchaser is prejudiced. Surely when a 
man asks for beer he does not expect to 
receive a beverage which may be com- 
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We are prepared to let the public choose 
for themselves. The two classes of 
liquor which are defined in the Bill will 
stand on their own merits and fight their 
own battles for popular favour. We are 
told that people for the most part prefer 
beer made from chemicals, bright and 
sparkling. If that is so, they should 
welcome this Bill, because when they are 
thirsting for a glass of that chemical beer, 
which is so much the fashion, there will 
he no chance of their swallowing any of 
that thick heavy muddy stuff called 
“malt beer,’ which but for this Bill 
might be thrust upon them. De qustihus 
non est disputandum. But each person 
ought to be able to get what kind he likes, 
whether chemical or otherwise. I have 
found it very difficult to reconcile the 
zeal with which advocates of glucose and 
substitutes defend their concoctions as 
superior to old-fashioned malt and hops 
with their anxiety to be allowed to trade 
under the title of a drink which they 
assert to be inferior. The prineiple of 
warranty is one which it is difficult to 
attack, and it is this prineiple which 
furnishes one of the grounds upon which 
[ask the House to pass the Bill. It is the 
principle which underlies all legislation 
with respect not only to the adulteration 
of food, but to trade marks, the hall 
marking of precious metals, and like 
public safeguards. It isa principle which 
is already applied by law to beer in th: 
greatest beer-drinking country in the 
world, and in most other countries force 
of public opinion is such as to render 
the employment of substitutes practically 
non-existent. In America considerable 
agitation is proceeding upon the lines of 
the much-derided Pure Beer Bill. But 
then our American cousins do not know 
what is to their interest! They are just 
the sort of people to take their cue from 
down-trodden 


the poor agriculturists 
in the east of England. They have 


found, as we have found, that there is in 
the drink of the people a possibility of 
ingredients from extraordinary sources, 
and with the proverbial promptitude and 


‘quickness of their race a Pure Beer Bill 


posed partly of aleohol derived from , 


sawdust and arsenical glucose. We are 


constantly told that in order to brew « 

beer to suit the public taste resort must 

be had to sugar and other substitutes. 
Sir Cuthgert Quilter. 


quite as drastic as anything I have ever 
had the honour of introducing to this 
House is to be brought forward during 
the present session, and will probably be 
passed into law. With regard to the 
feeling in this country on the question, I 
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may say that I myself have received} May 1 now deal very briefly with 
350 resolutions from boards of guardians, some of the provisions of the Bill? It 
councils, and other bodies, unanimousiy | will be noticed that it differs from the 
urging me to persevere with this Bill. | Bill of 1896, in that it does not appro- 
You cannot afford to ignore or despise | priate the use of the word “ beer” to 
‘those expressions of opinion. beer made from malt and hops only, but 
| we distinguish between beer so brewed 

Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: Have and that in which substitutes are em- 
those resolutions been passed since this | ployed, by calling the one “* malt beer ” 
Bill was framed ? and the other “ part-malt beer.” The 
/reason of that is obvious. I should have 

*Ssirk CUTHBERT QUILTER: No, | liked to retain the old title, but there is 
not all; but a very large number have | a great deal of force in the argument that 
been received every day since the Bill | if you say one thing is pure you thereby 
was completed. They have been in| convey the imputation that others are 
support of the principle that I have always impure. Hon. Members have tried to 
advocated, and which we have endea- | make out that we are making such an 
voured to embody in this Bill. ‘imputation in the words * part-malt 
| beer,” but I think that is an aecusation 

Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- | which cannot be much relied upon. We 
mouthshire, W.): Were they for pure | have endeavoured to deal as gently as 
beer ! | possible with the susceptibilities of the 
ibrewer, but it would have been very 

*Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER: Those | different if we had had the Pure Beer Bill. 
‘that I have received were for my Bill ;|1 understand one hon. Member to say 
L suppose they have trusted me to in- | that he would much prefer to vote for 
troduce—— 'the Pure Beer Bill. All I can say is that 
. i aie toa if we had known there would be sufticient 

Siz WILLIAM HARCOURT: A Pure | support for the Pure Beer Bill | should 
Beer Bill. naturally have preferred to ride the horse 
*Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER: As pure | | have always ridden. We have been 
-a beer Bill as possible. Besides those that | ost anxious not to hurt the suscepti- 
I have received, I am aware that a great | bilities of the brewers. and, | think, we 
many other resolutions have been passed | have pretty well succeeded, because the 
hy publie bodies of all kinds, amounting | Champions of the brewers here to-day 
to between 450 and 500. It is, therefore, | have not really tackled the merits of this 
impossible for any agriculturist or town | Bill. They have done their part very 
Member to sav that he ie not aware of | Cleverly and nicely, but I think I recognise 
the very strong feeling which exists in| underlying their arguments some of the 
the constituencies on this subject. [| old friends. The old horses have been 
have heard of instances in which the | trotted out again about foreign barley, 
question has exercised an important | | the interference with trade, and various 
One of the most | Other things. Whatever may be said 
remarkable cases is that of the hon. | about the names on the back of the Bill. 


| 


Member for Battersea. I can hardly | I contend that the measure, as it is drawn, 


‘imagine what the House would have been }is a consumers’ Bill, and I challenge any- 


without the hon. Member for Battersea, | body to say it is not to the henefit. of the 
but without him we should have had | Consumer. 


‘to be, but for the Pure Beer Bill. It so} Under Section 1, if a purchaser asks 


happened that the hon. Member She malt beer he will know what he 
engaged in a very severe contest, his|is getting. If he does not ask tor 
opponent being none other than one ofthe | malt beer he will know he is getting 
largest, if not the largest, manufacturer | something else, which may or may 
ot brewing sugars in the country. But) not contain deleterious ingredients. We 
when our hon. friend was sore beset and | shall. no doubt, be told that malt beer 
feared defeat he raised the oriflamme | cannot be regarded as tree trom dele- 
ot purity, and emerged the victor from | terious ingredients. A word ought to 


the fight. ‘be said upon that, but ] think I may leave 
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it to my right hon. friend. I have heard 
it remarked by a noble Lord at the head 
of a great brewing firm, that you would 
have to drink a thousand barrels of beer 
made from barley malt before you drank 
enough arsenic to do any harm. The 
arsenic is not in the malt but on it, and 
no doubt a process of screening will 
remove it. Section 2 I will leave to the 
able representatives of the hop interests 
to deal with. Sections 3 and 4 speak for 
themselves. Section 8 is designed to 
meet the case of a district in which the 
houses might be tied to a brewer who 
refused to supply malt beer. That such 
cases exist the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth can 
testify, as in the recesses of the New 
Forest I have heard that such houses 
are to be found. There would be no 
hardship in requiring that malt, as well 
as part-malt beer should be kept, because 
there are 10,000 brewers in the country. 
of whom 5,000 brew all-malt beer, so that 
there would be no difficulty in the part- 


malt brewers obtaining a supply of 
all-malt beer for their tied houses. 
It has been said that this Bill 


was unfair to the English brewers as 
against the foreigner. That is not so at 
all. The Bill deals in a very fair manner 
with the question, and emphasises the 
fact that henceforth nothing is to prevent 
or affect the application to beer of the 
Food and Drugs Act, and that is really an 
important question. In connection with 
that legislation I should like to reiterate 
what I have before urged as to the neces- 
sity of appointing some Court of Reference 
composed of scientific and business men 
whose duty it would be to fix standards 
of purity for all articles of food and drink. 

1 will not refer to-day to Bavaria, or 
Austria, or Hungary, or Sweden, but 
there is one part of this kingdom which 
lam proud to say sets a bright example 
in respect of the purity of beer. Ireland 
sends us some of our greatest soldiers, 
our most eloquent orators, and it also 
sends us, with, | think, one exception, 
the products of all its breweries made 
entirely of barley malt and hops. We, 
the advocates of pure beer in this.country. 
are grateful to them. I hope that we 


may look for their support to-day, and, 
I think I can promise them that if they 
are minded to take in hand that which 
may. perhaps, be called their national 


Sir Cuthbert Quilter. 
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drink, we shall fully sympathise with 
them, and lend them all the help in our 
power. Just a word about temperance. 
I have expressed before, and I express 
again the opinion that this Bill, if passed,, 
will be undoubtedly in the interests of 
true temperance. I believe that wiser 
counsels are prevailing in the councils 
of the leaders of the temperance party, 
and if that is so, they will have a great 
addition to their forces from all parties in 
this House. We shall have, I hope, plenty 
of criticism, but the brewers’ interests 
evidently will be well looked after. 

I want to say a word or two about the 
adequacy of analysis, which is the real 
difficulty to be met. I would ask the 
House to remember that our machinery 
will be adequate in ordinary cases, and 
that the analytical knowledge at present 
available is quite sufficient to supple- 
ment that machinery. If time had per 


, mitted I should like to have given a few 


words from the evidence of Mr. Clare 
Sewell Read, one of the most eminent 
authorities, but anyone can read that for 
themselves in the Beer Commission 
Report. The knowledge of our analysts by 
this arrangement will be largely extended. 
Under this Bill as it is drawn analysis is 
only required for the purpose of compar- 
ative examination, whichis a very differ- 
ent thing from analysis for the purpose 
of ascertaining the precise ingredients 
employed. I believe only occasional 
analyses would be found necessary, and 
with the additional machinery provided 
by this Bill the old methods would be 
found quite adequate. | do not believe 
that the brewers will be likely to 
object to the provisions of the Bill, 
and I have the assurance of several 
brewers of good standing to this effect. | 
will not trouble the House with the 
reasons given against the Bill in the 
circular, which has been sent to 
Members of this House, and the only 
allusion I will make to that matter 
is that it is very remarkable that 
the Country Brewers Association, who 
are supposed to have issued that 
circular, on this occasion seem to 
have withdrawn a little from the front, 
and put their London confreres in the 
front of the battle. Can that be due to 
the fact that one of the consulting advisers 
of the Country Brewers Assoeiation was 
alsothescientific adviserto Messrs. Bostock 
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and Co. ? That may be so or it may not, 
but Members of this House are quite 
capable of judging what their statements 
are worth. IL must refer to the very 
large number of petitions in favour of 
this Bill. I am aware that the House 
does not attach much importance to 
petitions, because as a rule they are got 
up by wealthy and powerful organisa- 
tions. But that is not so in the present 
case, for the feature of these petitions 
is that they have come almost entirely 
from the working classes, and among 
a bundle of them received this morning 
were petitions from nineteen counties, 
and intended to be handed to Lord | 
Salisbury by a deputation. One was 
very interesting, because it came from 
a historic village in Oxfordshire. It 
came from Chalgrove, sacred to us all as 
being the place where that great Parlia- 
mentarian Hampden met his death. 
Every adult in that village signed the 
petitioninfavourof this Bill,thus showing 
that the same independent spirit still lives 
in Oxfordshire. ‘Two working men from 
the Stowmarket Division of my county 
have written to me to say that in a few | 
days they had succeeded in getting the 
signatures of two or three thousand of 
their fellow workmen in favourof this Bill. 

| think that pretty clearly shows that 

whether the working classes in the towns 
or in the country are right or wrong, they 
are strongly in favour of some legislation 

of this kind, and it is not too much to 
hope that this House will listen to the 

prayers of these men. I ask the House 

to think of the health and strength of | 
those men from whom our Army and 

Navy are recruited, and if they will 

adopt this measurethey will strike another 

hlow for what should be the inalien- 

able right of Englishmen—namely, the 

right to be supplied with what they ask 

for, and that they may continue to have 

their national drink made as of yore, 

not from Spanish pyrites or German 

siwdust, but from the produce of their 

own country. 


*CoLoNEL BROOKFIELD — (Sussex, 
Rye): Before making any other obser- | 
vations, I should like to express my regret | 
that my hon. friend the Member for the | 
North-West Division of the county which | 
I represent made a speech so extremely | 
hostile to this Bill. I am much surprised | 
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at one of the grounds upon which he did 
so, for he said that there was no demand 
for this measure. If that is the case | 
can only say that the habits and cus- 
toms of the inhabitants of the north- 
western part of Sussex compared with 
those in the east must be very different. 
and | venture to say that they must be- 
long to a different order of intelligence 
also. My hon. friend has said that this is 
a new subject, but it is really a very old 
one, as all hon. Members who have been 
in the House as long as I have will be 
ready to confirm. This question has 
arisen quite spontaneously, and it came 
originally entirely from the general con- 
sumer, in whose interest the Bill is pro- 
posed. It would not be difficult to eriti- 
cise the drafting of this Bill, but I would 


ask hon. Members to recollect that appar- 


ent inconsistencies and incongruities in a 


‘measure of this kind always represent 


some compromise, or attempt at com pro- 


' mise, with the various hostile interests. 


Personally I wish the Bill had been more 
uncompromising. My interest in the Bill 
is mainly confined to what the House, 
perhaps, regards as a side issue, but 
which is one of great importance to those 
| represent. Clause 2 provides “that 
it shall not be lawful to use in the 
brewing of beer for sale any article 
being «a substitute for hops.” 
The two questions which arise are 
whether substitutes of this kind are 
used and whether their use is injurious 
and ought to be prohibited. Perhaps 
I may remind hon. Members, it I am 
not detaining them with technical 
matter, what the function of the hop 
is. The hop as used by the general 
consumer is used as a bittering agent, 
and gives a peculiar aroma to the beer. 
It is also used to clarify, and it is import- 
ant in connection with this question of 
substitutes to remember that a great 
use is made of the hop as a preservative, 
and it is as a preservative that it  per- 
haps performs its most useful function. 
1 will take the case of substitutes in a 
few words. I do not believe that they 
are used to any enormous extent. They 
are certainly not used by the most 
respectable firms of brewers. tye 

Theuse of substitutes undoubtedly came 
in during what is known as the “ hop 


famine’ year, in 1882, when there 
was a great scarcity of legitimate 
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material. We have nothing but  cir- 


{COMMONS} Bil. 


cumstantial evidence upon this point, | 


but the figures are extremely signifi- 
eant, and I must ask the House to hear 
them. In the year 1882 certain com- 
pounds, or drugs, or chemicals went up 
enormously in price, and | think no 
candid man will deny the cause of it. 
Colombo root rose froin 22s. to 95s. ; 
chamomile, from 40s. to 120s. ; quassia, 
from £5 to £40 a ton; and guinea 
grain, from 32s. to 60s. There was 
really no attempt made to explain this 


extraordinary rise in price in any other | 


way than by the faet that hops had sud- 
denly become very dear. There were 
many other evidences with which I could 
trouble the House of the existence of 
these substitutes, and in the inquiry 
before the Beer Materials Committee 
in 1897 a list of them, which originally 
appeared in the Mark Lane Express, 
was handed in in evidence, and will be 
found in the appendix of their proceed- 
ings. ‘There is conclusive circumstan- 
tial evidence to be derived from the 
fact that advertisements for these com- 
pounds appeared in all the brewers’ 


journals, and it is fair to assume that’ 


they were sold, and sold in order 
to be used. One hon. Member said there 
were only eight vendors of substitutes— 
I think he meant malt substitutes—but 
1 hold in my hand. curiously enough, 
a list of eight vendors of hop substitutes. 
One firm especially advertises in the 
County Brewers’ Gazette as tollows— 
“Don’t use any other preservative. Kallis- 


saline is, without doubt, the best preservative 
for stock and running ales.” 


Whatever “ kallissaline ~ may be, it is cer- 
tainly not hops. Another advertiser 
calls attention to a “ Hop Supplement,” 
and goes straight to the point by saying— 
“‘The hop supplement (called ‘H. S.’), to 
save one-third of the hops, and supplement the 
hops used, with valuable keeping properties,” 
ete. 
I do not think that it can really be con- 
tended that these substitutes do not 
exist; but, at the same time, I think it 
is only the very low class brewer that 
uses them; and that in my opinion is 
all the more reason why the House 
should not hesitate for a moment to 


put a stop to their employment. I 
could give stronger reasons than those 
I have already adduced as to the evidence 


Colonel Brookfield. 
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of their actual use, and also the harm 
which they cause. Mr. Chapman is a 
great authority in the brewing world; 
he is an analytical chemist and expert, 
and he says this, to which I particularly 
call the attention of those who say that 
no substitutes are used :— 

“©The various sulphites and salicylic acid 
are alone used to any extent, and in far too 
many breweries these substances are regarded 
as revular brewing materials to be used on all 
occasions.” 


He also describes salicylic acid as 
the brewer's preservative par excellence. 
IT am not a chemist myself, neither am 
I an expert in these matters, but I think 
most hon. Members of this House, and 
certainly the general consumer, would 
have a prejudice against the indiscrimi- 
nate use of salicylic acid when they are 
drinking it in their refreshment in a 
liquid form. [ have been unable to 
consult any more erudite authority 
than the Encyclopedia Britannica to 
see the effect of salicylic acid, and that 
authority says— , 

“The addition of salicylic acid to articles 
of food must be considered dangerous. When 
taken for some time it produces deafness, 
giddiness, and noises in the ears, lowering the 
temperature, reducing the pulse and rapidity 
of respiration, causing death by the paralysis 
of the respiratory organs.” 


We have seen these symptoms in the 
consumers of beer before now, though we 
may not have attributed them to sali- 
cylic acid. | say we ought to prohibit such 
dangerous materials entirely from being 
used as adjuncts to beer. Another com- 
pound used to a considerable extent is 
bisulphite of lime. This is prepared 
by burning sulphur or sulphur com- 
pounds, such as iron pyrites. Sul- 
phurous acid is formed and this case is 
passed into water containing caustic 
lime, and the bisulphite results. It is 
probable, therefore, that some of the 
arsenic found in beer is due not only 
to the glucose, but to the use of bi- 
sulphite of lime in an impure state as 
an antiseptic. And upon this point 
I] take as my authority Hooper's “ Text 
Book on Brewing,” which speaks of 
large doses of bisulphite being added 
in many cases, and mentions that it is 
often done so ignorantly that even the 
large quantities used fail to produce the 
desired effect. That is entirely from the 
brewer's point of view, but the con- 
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sumer has a still greater interest in not 
being made the subject of experiments 
of this kind. One more quotation on 
this subject of bisulphite of lime :— 

‘* The strong point in favour of bisulphite 

of lime asa preservative is that when first 
added to beer its loosely combined sulphurous 
acid will exert a paralysing effect on the 
disease organisms present, and that after a 
time it will by oxidation become converted 
into innocuous sulphate of lime, and so will 
have no lasting influence on the flavour. In 
the majority of cases this is so, but unfortu- 
nately some bacteria have the power of 
“eke ee _the malodorous — sulphuretted 
1ydrogen from this compound, and the 
remedy then becomes almost worse than the 
disease.” 
It, in fact, becomes poisonous, and surely 
there can be no harm in promoting a Bill 
to prevent the use of poisonous materials. 
My hon. friend said, and I quite agree, 
that the Manchester epidemic has brought 
this matter within the sphere of practical 
politics. But year after year Bills have 
been brought in dealing with the same 
subject. 1 could never quite under- 
stand why the Food and Drugs Act could 
not have been made to comprehend the 
legislation we are now asking for. None 
of the hon. Members speaking for or 
against the measure have so far dealt 
with the subject from that standpoint, 
though I think it is a strong one, and 
in perfect harmony with public opinion. 
[ sincerely hope that the Bill will be 
read a second time. Its main objects 
everyone, will agree, are reasonable, and 
ought to be supported by the House. 


*Mr. ARMINE WODEHOUSE (Essex, 
Saffron Walden) said that a good many of 
the speeches which had been delivered 
confused the issues upon which the 
Bill had been presented to the House. 
The simple position of the matter was 
that in 1896 the hon. Member for the 
Sudbury Division of Suffolk introduced 
a Bill upon the subject of pure beer, 
which was withdrawn upon an assurance 
being given by the Government that 
they would appoint a Departmental 
Committee to inquire into the matter. 
That Departmental Committee had been 


described as one of the best which had | 


ever been appointed, but that depended 
upon the way one looked at it. The 
Government liked a Committee whose 
inquiries resulted in a recommendation 
that nothing should be done, that there 
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|was no danger, and that in this, the 
'best of all worlds, everything was for 
the best. But there was one member of 
the Committee—Mr. Clare Sewell Read 
—who proved himself to be a Balaam 
among the prophets. He dissented 
from the comfortable conclusions 
arrived at by the members of the 
Committee who signed the Majority 
Report, and his prophecies, spoken 
with the fearless perception of a seer, 
had turned out true. No one could 
deny that the sad story of loss of life in 
Lancashire had proved to the hilt that 
arsenic could appear in beer brewed 
from glucose. [An Hon. MemBer: And 
in beer brewed from malt.] He did not 
think that that had been conclusively 
proved, but there was no doubt that it 
had been found in beer brewed from 
glucose. That fact alone was sufficient 
reason for the Bill which was now before 
the House for Second Reading. 


A great many arguments had been 


used in opposition to the Bill. There 
was the argument of Protection. 


He denied emphatically that there 
was anything in the Bill contrary 
to the strictest Free Trade principles. 
Then it was said it was in the 
interests of the barley growers. Was 
it for hon. Gentlemen on the Govern- 
ment side of the House, who specially 
desired to be considered the friends 
of the distressed agriculturist. to use 
that argument / If this Bill was right 
in principle, and not contrary to the 
principles of Free Trade, and was only 
doing what had been done in the analo- 
gous case of butter and margarine, it was 
surely no reason for rejecting it because 
its effect might possibly benefit thefarmer. 
Then it was said that the public liked 
light, bright beers, which could not be 
brewed from malt, but only from these 
chemical substitutes. He had lunched 
with two brewer friends a few days 
previously, and in regard to that argu- 
ment. he was anxious to see what beer 
they preferred; and he noticed on that 
occasion they ordered “ Bass.” Messrs. 
Bass did not brew with substitutes, 
and his brewer friends showed on that 
occasion which beer they preferred to 
drink. Anybody who liked light, bright 
| beer, would have a far better chance 
| of seeing that they got it under this Bill, 
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and the brewers would have a greater 
demand for it. The object of the Bill 
was simply to enable the consumer ' 
to get the beer to drink which was brewed 
as he wished. Hon. Gentlemen knew 
perfectly well that under the present 
tied-house system the consumer had to 
take what was provided, especially in 
rural villages, and he especially com- 
mended the provision which gave power 
to licensing magistrates to insist upon | 
malt beer being obtainable. This Bill could 
be no injuryto the brewers, unless theirde- 
sire was—and he did not for one moment 
say it was—to impose a particular class 
of beer upon their customers. The 
temperance party could not object to it. 
unless they desired—which he did not 
believe for a moment—that the fear of 
drinking arsenicated beer should deter 
the public from taking beer at all; and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer could 
not object to it, because as he (Mr. 
Wodehouse) was informed, beer brewed 
ef malt and hops had a higher gravity 
of alcohol, and was, therefore, better for 
revenue purposes. Legislation to define 
beer, to restore the liberty of the con- 
sumer to get the article he desired, was 
demanded by all sections of the com- 
munity, and he earnestly hoped that the 
House would pass the Second Reading ot 
the Bill, and that the Government would 
nerve themselves to the effort of giving 
it some support. If they did not, he 
could assure them they would hear of 
the subject again. The Bill could do 
no harm, and, as he maintained, must 
prove a valuable reform ; and what was 
most important of all, it was urgently 
called for for the protection of the health 
ot the people. 


*sir_ MICHAEL FOSTER (London 
University) said the main object of the 
Bill in the first place was to encourage 
the brewing of good sound beer. and in 
the second to assist the barley growers. 
He sympathised with the object which 
the promoters of the Bill had in view, 
yet, when he examined it in the cold 
light of reason, he could not but think 
that those who were pressing the Bill 
were going far to defeat their own object. 
As a moderate drinker of beer he was in 
favour of a good sound article, and, also, 
living among barley growers, he was 
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desirous of encouraging his friends and 
neighbours in the growth of that grain. 
Still, when he looked at the Bill from the 
technical, from the scientific point of view 
he could not support it. In the debate 
on the Address one hon. Member asked 
for a definition of beer. but it was not 
given. What was beer? Beer was a 
fluid which, besides water, contained a 
certain quantity of aleohol and a small 
quantity also, not more than from 5 to 
7 per cent., of a mixture of other sub- 
stances, some of which were well known, 
some but little known, and some not 
known at all. It was these substances 
which he might speak of as “ satellites ~ 
to the alcohol, which imparted to beer its 
distinctive characters. It was through 
those substances that beer was beer, and 
thus differed from any other alcoholic 
drink, such as whisky. The alcohol in 
whisky was the same as that in beer, 
and it was the character derived from 
those substances which was improved by 
the use of glucose or invert sugar ; and, 
in the interest of scientific brewing, it 
was very undesirable to interfere with 
its use. The alcohol, from whatever 
substance it was derived, was still the 
same alcohol; it was the presence ot 
these substances in their due proportion 
and in proper quantities which mainly 
determined the effect of the beer: 
whether, for instance, a man was wholly 
better for having drunk the beer, or 
whether, feeling better for a little while, 
he felt later on much worse. Certain 


of the above substances to which 
chemists gave long scientific names 


were, with the exception of one or two, 
created in the beer, came from malted 
barley, and could not be got from any- 
thing else. Barley was absolutely essen- 
tial for making beer. Alcohol might be 
obtained from a variety of substances, 
und what was very curious was, that 
however formed it was the same alcohol 
as that formed from barley by brewing ; 
and one effect of the introduction of 
glucose or invert sugar was to give an 
additional amount of alcohol to the 
beer. The complex changes which took 
place in brewing. and especially in the 
fermenting vat, were governed by tlie 
relation of the quantity of sugar to the 
quantity of other substances. A certain 
relation was necessary to bring about 
the desired result, namely, a certain 
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quantity of alcohol, accompanied by an 
adequate quantity and number of these 
satellites. The object of the scientific 
brewer—and he used the term in spite 
ot the reference to ** pseudo-science ”’ by 
an hon. Member who had addressed the 
House—in adding sugar to the natural 
products of the malt was not simply to 
save so much of the starch of the barley, 
but because the barley alone contained 
an insufficient quantity of starch to 
bring about the desired changes. 

He often had to travel by rail; and 
in order to increase his information 
he travelled, whenever possible, third 
class. He obtained in this way a great 
deal of knowledge which he should lose 
by travelling first-class. At the time of 
the arsenic-poisoning epidemic he remem- 
bered that his fellow-travellers were 
much agitated about ** this ‘ere glucose,” 
which they thought was an altogether 
foreign thing, something altogether 
strange; and they were strongly im- 
pressed when they were told that it 
might be made trom cotton waste. It 
was true that it might be so made ; but, 
dirty as this substance might be at the 
beginning, it could be reduced to per- 
fectly pure glucose absolutely identical 
with that produced by the vital activity 
of the barley and malt itself. It was 
simply adding a little more of what the 
barley produced itself, and the scientific 
brewer was using glucose simply because 
the barley alone was insufficient to pro- 
duce the beer desired by the consumer. 
It was not merely substituting something 
for barley that was cheaper than barley. 
When the practice was introduced invert 
sugar was not cheaper than barley. The 
invert sugar was used simply by the 
brewer tor the proper scientific carry- 
ing out of his operations. He appealed 


to the House to vonsider that if 
they prevented this scientific brewer. 
who had to deal with the common 


barley of England, from treating it in a 
scientific manner they would be hinder- 
ing a development of the country. It 
was possible to get glucose absolutely 
free from impurity. That was one of 
the advantages of science. There were, 
no doubt, many disadvantages of 
science, but one of the advantages was 
that it enabled one to know when glucose 
was pure. The Manchester incident had 


no essential connection with the manu- 
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facture of beer; but it had distinct 
reference to the fact that our laws 
were not adequate to deal with the 
increasing dangers of modern civilisation. 
Every scientific advance brought with 
it evil as well as good. That had been 
the case ever since the Fall. Every scien- 
tific improvement brought with it a 
scientific danger. ‘There was one danger 
attending the riding and driving of 
horses; there were other dangers of 
quite a different kind in meddling with 
electricity. All the world over chemi- 
cal manufactures and substances were 
being thrown upon us; and our Food 
and Drugs Act needed to be amended 
to afford us the proper protection. This 
Manchester incident. which had_ been 
spoken of as an accident, ought to have 
been foreseen. If there had been an 
adequate watch kept over the materials 
which we took as food, it might have 
been foreseen that the consumption of 
sulphur in the South African War might 
lead the manufacturers of sulphuric 
acid to resort to pyrites. In that way 
the public should be protected. and not 
by a measure of this kind. Brewing 
had become a_ scientifie occupation. 
Every year it was improving. Every 
year there was a tendency to produce 
for the consumer a_ better and more 
wholesome article at a lower price ; and. 
as a scientific man, he desired to say that 
this measure was directly retrograde, 
was opposed to scientific methods, and 
would have an injurious effect upon 
scientific brewing. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I con- 
gratulate the House upon a novel feature 
in its debates. We have had the advan- 
tage of obtaining information—as does 
not always happen—from the man who 
knows most about the subject of any one 
in the House. He has told us much that 
is interesting. He has given the House 
warning that it should not act without 
consideration in this matter. He has 
told us, what was not known before. 
that the Manchester arsenic epidemic 
was an indirect consequence of the South 
African War. All the sulphur of the 
world has been consumed there, and we 
have nothing more to hope tor until there 
are further eruptions of Vesuvius. But 
there is another feature of the debate 
] have always looked 
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forward to this occasion—the discussion 
of a Pure Beer Bill—as to one of the most 
cheerful incidents of the Parliamentary 
session. The Bill used to be introduced 
by my hon. friend the Member for Sud- 
bury with that genial joviality which 
adds ornament to his eloquence. But 
there was a tone of depression to-day 
about my hon. friend's speech. | observe 
that instead of the former independence 
of his attitude. indicated by his place 
below the gangway, he now speaks from 
above the gangway. He has changed 


places with the right hon. Member for , 


Sleaford. But there is a still more fatal 
change than the change in the hon. 
Member for Sudbury, there is a remark- 
able change in the title of the Bill. It 
used to be a “Pure Beer Bill.” But 
the adjective has disappeared. It is 
now only a “ Beer Bill,” and the purity 
has evaporated. There is no protession 
that this Bill is a Bill for securing what 
the community at large desires—the 
purity of its beer. The hon. Member 
and the distinguished scientist who has 
just addressed the House with so much 
authority and ability has studied the 
question in those great schools of beer 
in which we all graduated—I mean in 
the Universities, which may excel more 
or less in their classics and mathematics. 
but above all excel in the quality of 
their beer. | speak as a member of a 
college which prided itself, above all 
things, on its Audit Ale. whose conse- 
quences were most cheerful at the mo- 
ment. though it sometimes happens that 
they were not quite so pleasant later on. 

But I wish to call attention to the cha- 
racter and title of this Bill. A Pure Beer 
Bill—that is what the country has asked 
for; and that is what this Bill is not. 
It has no pretence to be a Pure Beer Bill. 
Any one hereafter may sell a beer that is 
not pure just as he did before, so long as 
he does not label it as “ malt beer.” As 
for my hon. friend the Member for Sud- 
bury, I ean no longer salute him as the 
true Simon Pure. 
We were accustomed to a charming 
literary discourse upon the origin and 
history of beer, but in his depression 
to-day my hon. friend did not go further 
back than Egypt, and he quoted the 
opinion of Herodotus, whom I was sur- 
prised to hear him call the most truthful 


of historians. In that respect my hon. 
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friend differed from the poet Juvenal, 
who described Herodotus as the most 
audacious of liars. But my hon. friend 
appeals to us to-day in a name which he 
knew would be venerated on this side oi 
the House—the name of Hampden. 
But why did he not appeal in the name 
of Cromwell, who is supposed to have 
been connected with the brewing trade ? 
I] am inelined to think that it was 
principally on that account that his 
monument was ever allowed to be 
erected even outside the Houses of 
Parliament. My hon. friend referred 
to the hon. Member for Battersea, and 
he said that he had won his battle upon 
a basis upon which we shall all rejoice— 
upon the basis of purity. He said that he 
had hoisted the oriflamme of purity. 
Yes, but what has become of the ori- 
flamme of purity? The hon. Member 
for Sudbury no longer flies the oriflamme 
of purity ; he is no longer a pure beer ” 
man; he is simply a “ beer” man. 
What is it that has led to this unfortunate 
deterioration and degradation, in the 
character of the hon. Member for Sud- 
bury? It is that which happens very 
often to many men—he has got into bad 
company. He has gone into partnership 
with the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford. [I can understand 
this coalition ; it is like a famous coalition 
of old ; but, if | may borrowan image from 
Mr. Pitt, | would say that I do know a just 
and lawful impediment, and before this 
ill-omened alliance is consummated, * In 
the name of pure beer | forbid the banns.” 
No, Sir, I can well understand the basis 
of that alliance. My hon. friend is a 
simple-minded and innocent man. His 
purity was undoubted until he met the 
seducer, the Member for Sleaford. The 


Member: for Sleaford came to him and. 


said. **Purity is all nonsense ; what we 
want is higher - priced barley.” So 
that the purity of the hon. Member 
for Sudbury unfortunately succumbs ; 
he strikes “* pure” out of the title of the 
Bill, and the purity of his style to-day 
is not what it was before. The object is 
accomplished, and we understand now, 
perfectly well, what this Bill is and what 
is the result of the coalition. We under- 
stand also the enthusiasm for this Bill, 
which has got rid of purity, in quarters 
where it was not supperted so eagerly 
before. 
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As to the first feature of the Bill. The 
question is, assuming that the object is 
to promote the consumption of malt and 
so to advance the price of barley, whether, 
when we are going to commit a crime, it 
is not worth considering whether it will 
be profitable. When I studied this ques- 
tion on a former occasion I confess | 
doubted whether the landed interest are 
going to get as much out of this Bill as 
they expect. What they expect, of course, 
is to have an increased consumption of 
barley. I dare say there will be an 
increased consumption of barley, but it is 
not so certain that it will be an increased 
consumption of their own barley. That 
is a different question. I am sorry to 
say, with great respect for the agricul- 
tural interest, that they have weaknesses 
which have existed ever since the time of 
Virgil. who said, ** How happy are the 
landed interest if they only knew their 
own advantages; but in that respect 
they have always been somewhat defec- 


tive. At the time when I entered Parlia- . 


ment | remember that the one thing 
they desired was to do away with the 
malt tax. They succeeded. Now the 
greatest mischief that ever happened, 
according to them, was the repeal of the 
malt tax. Iam afraid there may possibly 
happen to them, with reference to this 
attempt to increase the price of barley. 
what happened in the case of the malt 
tax. No doubt there is a portion of this 
kingdom, which I regard with special 
interest and affection, because it is the 
most Liberal county of England, which 
will derive benefit--I mean the county 
of Norfolk. and Iam sure that the House 
will have heard with great pleasure and 
satistaction the speech of my hon. friend 
the Member for Saffron Walden, who 
represents a great Norfolk family. They 
represent the class of high-priced barley ; 
but the majority of barley interests in this 
countryare second and third class barleys, 
and the question is when this Bill is passed 
what will be the price of these barleys, 
and how far it will affect those barleys 
above 30s. and the lower class of barleys 
above 20s. [Cries of “* 26s."] IT am 
speaking of inferior barleys which are 
used in brewing, but these are matters 
upon which | do not profess to descend 
into particulars. But I recommend to 


their consideration what you have been 
told by persons who are well acquainted , 
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with the .,uestion, that if the brewer is 
to be contined to barley alone he may 
take toreign barley rather than second- 
rate English barley. The Bill will not 
accomplish what they desire. 

It is said that this Bill is going 
to give to every man the opportunity 
of having the beer he wishes. That 
is one argument held forth in favour 
of this Bill. That is a very good thing 
if it accomplishes the aim, but it does not 
accomplish it at all. What prevents 
people from getting the beer they choose 
to ask for is a totally different thing. It 
is the tied-house system. A whole dis- 
trict is engrossed by one brewer. He 
gives any sum of money to get hold of 
these public-houses, and having got hold 
of them he does not serve the public 
with the beer they ask for or wish for. 
but the beer which it suits him to brew. 
He insists not only upon giving them the 
beer he chooses, but he insists on the 
publican in many cases taking other 
materials—tea, coffee, mineral waters, 
tobacco, and spirits from him, and at 
much higher prices than they are served 
to any one else. The tied public-house 
is served at a much higher price with the 
beer than is charged to a free house in 
the neighbourhood. | have seen it stated 
that the difference in the charge for beet 
to the tied public-house is 16 or 20 per 
cent. That is a thing which the hon. 
Member for Sudbury was good enough 
to say in the eighth clause he 
had taken into special consideration 
for my particular behoof, but I find 
that I cannot insist upon having any 
beer | like under this clause. I can 
only insist on having malt beer, though 
it may be that I desire some other kind of 
beer. My experience is that these strong 
malt beers are not the most popular 
form of beer to-day. The old strong 
malt beer which in our youth we were so 
proud to drink disappears in more ad- 
vanced years in favour of lighter beer. 
In my own household | do not drink 
beer myself, but I find that the beer 
which all my friends desire to drink is 
the beer called Pilsener, and I am told 
that there is a great consumption of it 
in this House. This led me to inquire 
what Pilsener was, and going to the 
fountain head of knowledge in the person 
of my hon. friend the Member for Sud- 
bury | asked whether beer drinkers 





1487 


Beer 


public-house. He said, ‘* No, Pilsener is 
brewed from rice.’ But if the public is 
going to drink beer brewed from rice 
what is the value of Clause 8 ! 


*Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER: I want 


the right hon. Gentleman to consult the | 


evidence of Mr.--—— [Cries of * Order.”’] 


*Sir_ WILLIAM HARCOURT: Oh, 
no; | want him to consult the Sleaford 
interest. [fit will only allow you to order 
malt beer, and if people want beer brewed 
trom rice, 1 should like to know whether 
his partner, the Member for Sleaford. 
will agree in Clause 8 that the word 
“malt ” shall be added to the word “rice.” 
That would be a test as to whether the 
object of this Bill is to let everyone have 
what they want, or whether it is only to 
force upon them a beer made of a 
particular commodity which answers 
the purpose of the Member — for 
Sleaford. I am afraid that in many 
Bills in this House there is a great 
deal of--what shall I say, glucose ?-- 
but of hypocrisy in this Bill being called 
a Bill for improving the quality of beer, 
while as a Bill for allowing people to have 
any beer they like there is no attempt at 
anything of the kind. Really, what is 
this Bill going to do! Supposing the 
brewer wants to supply to his customer 
the old beer to which he has been accus- 
tomed. He will brew it, I suppose, all the 
same. Under the Bill you make no re- 
strictions as towhether he is to use glucose 
or sugar, or anything else. He is to do that 
as before ; but you say, under Clause 8, 
that he must also offer a thing which 
is labelled as malt beer, and he will have 
it, | suppose, upon sale, but he will have 
it on sale on whatever terms he likes. He 
may say to his customer: “ Oh, here is 
malt beer. That is 4d. a quart. But 
here is the old beer you are used to, and 
which you like. 
3d." What comes, then, of the operation 
of this Bill? It is just like in a public- 
house, calling for an ordinary glass of 
brandy, and compelling a man to drink 
liqueur brandy. I am told that beers 
which are brewed with sugar are brighter 
beers than beers brewed exclusively from 
malt, and they suit the public taste. If 
these things are true. then the operation 
of this Bill will come to little or nothing 
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You ean have that at: 


Bill. 


If that be so, then the worst or 
the best of this Bill is that it will have no 
effect at all. If this were a Bill for effect- 
ing in a useful and practical manner the 
purity of the beer my hon. friend the 
Member for Sudbury knows well, | 
would embrace him and the Bill at once. 
I said to him, * You may rely upon my 
support for a Bill for pure beer.” To 
my disappointment, he comes and _pre- 
sents a Bill which is not a Bill for pure 
beer at all, but leaves out the only quality 
I particularly care about. I cannot see 
that this Bill will be of any particular 
value, and it is a great disappointment 
to me that my hon. friend the Member 
for Sudbury should have abandoned the 
character he so much adorned. and should 
have struck that flag under which for so 
many years he * braved the battle and 
the breeze.” 
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Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford): 
After the speech of the hon. Member for 
London University and the highly 
amusing speech of the right hort Gentle- 
man, the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire, I must say I feel some little trepi- 


dation in addressing the House. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that my 


hon. friend the Member for Sudbury 
had been seduced into bad company by 
the Member for Sleaford for some dark 
design which had not been made clear. 
The right hon. Gentleman, doubtless, 
would be very glad indeed if he could 
“seduce” my hon. friend back again 
to his own side of the House. It will 
be a long time, however, before he 
ean induce my hon. friend to take any 
course of that kind. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Vice 
is stronger than virtue. 
Mr. CHAPLIN: That ean hardly 


be the case when the right hon. Gentle- 
man is concerned. I acknowledge that 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
was the most excellent piece of fooling 
which we have heard for some time. 
The right hon. Gentleman was in his 
very best vein, and in that character he 
was the more grateful to me, because 
it showed that the right hon. Gentleman 
had nothing in earnest to say against 
the Bill. The right hon. Gentleman, 
as I understand, took some exception 
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to Clause 8 of the Bill as being part of 
the nefarious scheme of the Member 
for Sleaford. As a matter of fact, I 
had no more to do with Clause 8 than 
the right hon. Gentleman himself. Then 
he gave us some information with regard 
to Pilsener beer, which he said was 
brewed from rice. 


*Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: As I 
was informed by the Member for Sud- 
bury. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: So far from Pilsener 
being made of rice, I am informed 
that exactly the opposite is the case. It 
came originally from Germany and 
Austria, more particularly, where they 


are forbidden, to use substitutes for malt , 


on all occasions. [** No.”] The beer is 
as pure as could be desired, and that 
is the reason why Pilsener beer has 
become so popular. It is not true 
that my motive in supporting this Bill 
is to increase the price of barley in 
this country ; but, still, as an incident 
arising from the endeavour to prevent 
this, one hon. Member criticised the 
phraseology of the Bill. I am not con- 
cerned with the phraseology of the 
Bill, but it is certainly new to me in 
this House to hear an hon. Gentleman 
say he would not vote for a principle 
in which he believed. It has been said 
that this is nothing but a landlords’ 
Bill, the motive of which is simply to 
artificially raise the price of English 
barley. I do not know whether it is 
a landlords’ Bill or not,.but I do know 
that I have received information that 
some forty or fifty of the largest trade 
unions of this country have passed 
resolutions warmly supporting it. It 
has been stated that my first object 
in taking up this question has been 
to inerease the price of barley. That is 
not true. My first object was to pre- 
vent a recurrence of the poisoning of 
hundreds and thousands of people in 
all parts of the country. At the same 
time I have always hoped and believed, 
and I believe still, that. as an incident 
arising out of the proposals to try and 
prevent this poisoning in the future, 
it is possible that we shall be able to 
do something to keep the plough going 
in many parts of the country, and thereby | 
to arrest the rural depression which | 
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every one laments, and which no one 
professes to lament more than the hon. 
Member for Stockport ; and to provide 
more employment and better wages for 
a large part of the agricultural popula- 
tion, and so induce them to remain in 
the countryside. I am not ashamed of 
those views. I have voiced them before, 
and shall do so again without asking 
the consent of those who differ from me 


and who take a different view as to 
agricultural labouring classes of the 
country. 


But to go back to the Bill and 
some of its critics. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that the best of this 
Bill is that it will come to nothing. 
Let us see. I do not think it will be 
much trouble to study the Bill, and 
I think, in spite of all that has been 
said, it does give and will give to the 
whole of the country actual pure beer, 
such as has always been advocated by 
my hon. friend the Member for Sud- 
bury whenever it is wanted. The 
object of the Bill is perfectly simple ; 
it draws a distinction between beer 
brewed from malt on the one hand, 
and beer brewed from malt substitutes 
on the other, and it provides that when- 
ever beer of either description is sold. 
the bottle or vessel containing it. or 
where it is on draught. the engine or 
tap from which it is drawn, is to be 
labelled or marked so as to show to the 
person asking for it what kind of beer 
he is going to get, the object being 
to enable the customer to know what 
kind of beer it is, and in this way to 
give him an opportunity to protect 
himself and to prevent the possibility 
of his being poisoned in the future by 
beer like that supplied in Manchester, 
which we know was brewed from sub- 
stitutes for malt in which the poison 
which has done so much harm was con- 
tained. And when contending that 
this Bill is insufficient for the purpose, 
and does nothing to prevent brewers 
using malt substitutes which may con- 
tain poison, hon. Members ought to 
remember that it was never professed 
that this was intended to be a complete 
measure. On the contrary, it was 
stated quite openly during the debate 
on the Address that although there 
were a great variety of ways in which 
this question could be effectively dealt 
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with once and for all, that was a subject: 


for legislation by the Government rather 
than by private Members, but that if the 
Government were unwilling to act 
pending the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission which they appointed, the 
least that ought to be done pending 
that Report was to give the people an 
opportunity of protecting themselves 
by a small measure requiring a declara- 
tion as to the materials of which the beer 
was composed. That is what is prac- 
tically done by the Bill before the House. 
and is a complete fulfilment of our 
statements on the occasion of the debate 
on the Address : and tor the purpose 
ot giving effect to this Bill. machinery 
for detecting or tracing any false declara- 
tion has been provided until such time. 
and [ hope that time will not be long 
postponed, when science will come to 
vur aid and do what it is not at present 
able to do, to detect any false declaration 
and prevent such mischief as arose a 
short time ago at Manchester and else- 
where. It seems to me therefore that 
this Bill in that regard is a reasonable 
proposal. 

Now | come to some other objections 
that have arisen. It has been stated 
that it would cast a slur upon the other 
kind of beer that was sold—that is the 
first charge that is brought against it. 
But how does it cast a slur? Both kinds 
of beer are treated in the same way. both 
have to make the required declaration, 
and if it be true. as alleged, that the beer 
manufactured trom malt substitutes is 
so much better than the old-fashioned 
malt beer. the brewers of these beers 
ought to feel greatly obliged to us tor 
giving them such a great advertisement, 
and enabling them to publish to all the 
world the tact that their beer is not 
brewed from malt alone. 

The next charge is that there really 
was no reason for introducing this Bill, 
that the Manchester epidemic was an 
accident due to beer brewed from one 
form of substitute alone. To that | take 
exception, and I quote the evidence given 
by the county analyst of the county of 
Laneashire. He that besides the 
firm of manufacturers in question, sugar 
from two other firms had been found 
to contain arsenic. The hon. Member 
with whose temperate speech this 


says 


debate began told us that there were 
Mr. Chaplin, 


(COMMONS 


Pill, 


eight manufacturers of substitutes al- 
together. Well. three out of eight is a 
very dangerous percentage, and that 
makes the passing of this Bill all the 
more necessary. 

Then it is said that if the Bill were 
passed it could not be administered. 
Why not? This Bill confers on the 
local authorities all the powers at present 
possessed by the officers of the Inland 
Revenue—enormously — wide jj powers, 
under which they could do almost any- 
thing—and if this Bill is not administered 
properly it will be the fault of the local 
authorities, and not for the want. of 
powers placed in their hands under the 
Bill. The only difference is this. that 
where these powers are used, and used 
with perfect success, in the interest of 
the revenue, we think it is not unreason- 
able to say that they should be used with 
equal success in the interests of public 
health. It has been said that all this Bill 
will do will be to harass the brewers and 
the publicans. No power is given to 
harass anybody. but if it is permissible 
to harass people for the purpose of re- 
venue, surely it is just and permissible 
to harass them in the interests of public 
health. 

My hon. friend said that arsenical 
poisoning might result from beer brewed 
trom malt. [| know that argument per- 
fectly well, and a very ingenious red- 
herring it is to draw across the path. but 
where is the proof of it? I ask the hon. 
Gentleman now to give us a proof—to 
tell us the proportions in which arsenic 
has been found in beer brewed from 
malt. Nobody has been able to show 
that there is more than a mere trace of 
anything in beer brewed from madt alone 
that is prejudicial to health. We take 
our stand on the experience of hundreds 
of years, we say that malt is the same 
now as it was generations ago, and it 1s 
absolutely ridiculous to pretend that any 
danger can arise from beer containing 
only one 250th part of a grain of arsenic. 
It does not become dangerous until you 
have one sixteenth of a grain at least. 
If hon. Members refer to The Times of 
yesterday they will find in the report of 
the proceedings of the Royal Commission 
on Arsenic Poisoning that an eminent 
witness, a consulting chemist, said that 
beer made from malt was “absolutely 
safe,”’ thus repeating the statement that 
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was made this afternoon by my hon. 
friend below me. 


Beer {27 


Marcu 1901} 


Another charge that is made against | 


the Bill is that it gives a preference to 


foreign beer over English beer. Now, 
I have always pointed out with regard to 
foreign beer that foreign beer is made 
under laws and conditions which prevent 


the use of malt or other substitutes 
altogether. 1 do not know if any foreign 


brewer has taken to using substitutes, 
but if any one of these brewers was found 
to be doing so, in the countries to which 
I have referred, in all human probability 
he would be lynched. 


Then comes the objection raised 
by the right hon. Gentleman, and 
supported by the opponents of the 


| 


Bill, that it will be injurious to the’ 


growers of inferior English barley, and 
| thought at first that possibly there 
might be something in that objection : 
but, so far as | am concerned, | am per- 
fectly easy upon that point. If, as 
they say, these light, bright, sparkling 
beers which the public like cannot be 
made without the use of sugar, how is it 
that according to the Inland Revenue 
Returns more than half the brewersin this 
country brew their beer without sugar, 
from malt alone, and produce the same 
class of beer ? 


sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: That 


is brewed from the highest price barley. 


Mr. CHAPLIN : So are all good beers. 
The right hon. Member does not suppose, 
surely, that a brewer who brews with 
barley malt suecessfully is going out of 
his way to buy bad barley. The right 
hon. Gentleman says it will tend to the 
use of foreign barley, and then he 
twits us with the mistake we made with 
regard to the malt tax, but it was not 
the repeal of the malt tax, but the intro- 
duction of the free mash tun which did 
the harm, which was forced upon us, 
thanks to Mr. Gladstone. It will per- 
haps induce a great increase in the use of 
foreign barley, but it will leave in its 
place the sugar which is now being used. 
Properly treated, I am prepared to say 
that the barleysof England can hold their 
own with all the barley in the world, and 
if all that is said as to the use of foreign 
barley is true it must tend to raise the 
price of foreign barley, and as a conse- 
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quence thevalue of the barley of this coun 
try, although that is not the chief object 
as I have said before in this Bill. The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for London 
University told us in the peroration of 
his speech that this was a retrograde 
measure, and he explained to us how it 
was that the brewer would have to use 
foreign barley, and he said it was because 
he required more sugar than English 
barley produces. That may be so, and it 
may be the origin of sugar being used, 
but that is not the reason why 50 per 
cent., and sometimes 75 per cent. of sugar 
is used for this purpose—380, 40,50, 60 and 
70 per cent. is customarily used. It is 
used in these enormous quantities because 
it is infinitely more profitable. Then | 
am told that the Manchester epidemic 
was an accident which will never occur 
again, that the greatest precautions are 
being taken to prevent it, and that we 
may be perfectly safe in the future. Unfor- 
tunately I have heard things like that 
very often. That was very much what 
the previous Committee reported, and it 
is probably owing to that Report that 
sufficient care was not taken, which, if it 
had been taken might have prevented the 
loss of so many hundreds of lives, and pre- 
vented the grave and serious illnesses 
of which people are actually dying at the 
present time. I had one instance sent up 
tome two days ago. Ina matter so serious 
to the public health we have no right 
to trust to the chapter of accidents. | 
frankly acknowledge that this Bill may 
not be all that is desired by some of the 
most ardent supporters of the move- 
ment, but at least it will give to the public 
the opportunity of protecting themselves 
by requiring a declaration to be made as to 
the materials of which beer is composed. 
This is no new principle in our legislation. 
it is done for other things for a less 
reason—namely, to prevent fraud. In 
my humble judgment, protection to life 
and health is even more important than 
protection from fraud. I can conceive of 
absolutely no objection to the Bill unless 
it be that it will enable a certain section of 


the brewing interest in this country to 


make even larger profits than they are 
making at present. But it does seem to 


me that the profits to be made in any 
industry are not to be weighed in the 
balance for a moment against the health 
and lives of the people, and I earnestly 
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call on the House to vote for the Second quencethere has grown up an agitation, 


Reading. 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): I will not detain the House 
for more than a few minutes while | 
explain the reasons why I mean to vote 
for the Second Reading of this Bill. 
It seems to me that the principle, ma- 
chinery, and clauses of the Bill are three 
separate matters. There is a great deal 
to be said in criticism of the machinery, 
and I doubt very much whether the 
supporters of the Bill will ever be able 
to bring into practical use their phrases 
‘malt beer” and “ part-malt beer.” 
Can anyone imagine an ordinary 
working man going into a public-house 
for what is now known as a pot of half-and 
half, and saving, in the phraseology of the 
Bill, ** It you please, | want a quart of 
malt beer and part-malt beer, and a dash 
of part-malt porter anda dash of part- 
malt stout.’ By the time he got through 
that sentence the barman would, no 
doubt, be dissolved in laughter, and the 
poor man would never be served. Clause 
8, dealing with the power of licensing 
justices to require malt beer to be sold, is 
a very dangerous principle to establish 
in connection with our licensing system. 
Whereas hitherto the province of the 
justices has been clearly defined, you 
propose by Clause 8 to allow them to 
impose other conditions on holders of 
licences which were never thought of 


‘ 


before. 

But the main question for the purposes 
of to-day’s discussion is as to whether 
the principle of the Bill is to be supported 
or not. There is a great difference of 
opinion on both sides of the House as to 
what the principle is, but I venture to 
submit that the principle is that a man 
shall get what he wants. It is not the 
brewing of English barley as against 
foreign barley, not the prevention of 
arsenical poisoning, but that if a man 
wants to buy beer made of malt and hops, 
he should be able to buy it. I quite 
agree that the agitation in favour of pure 


beer has not “caught on” with the 


public, and that the agitation created by 
the arsenical poisoning has brought the 
attention of the public at large to the 
fact that all beer is not brewed from malt | 
and hops. as they supposed. 


‘Tr. Chaplin. 


| ments 
‘argument is that the Bill would help 


As a conse- | 


'which has undoubtedly considerable 
strength in the country, for a Bill to 
enable a consumer who wants a malt and 
hops beer to get a malt and hops beer. 
What are the arguments against the 
principle of the Bill?) The hon. Member 
who moved its rejection dealt with it 
under four divisions. First of all he said 
it would not prevent arsenical poisoning. 
I do not think that anybody expects that 
it will. What it will do is that it will 
enable any man to avoid buying beer 
which contains arsenic. Then the hon. 
Member said that it would not conduce 
to the benefit of agriculture. That, | 
venture to say, is not an argument for or 
against the Bill. It may benefit agri- 
culture. That opinion is held by many 
hon. Members of this House. [ doubt 
it myself very much, for it seems to have 
been admitted by experts that if there is 
to be a benefit to anybody at all, it will 
benefit the people who grow the best 
kinds of barley; but these already find 
a ready market and fetch a high price, 
and the second classes of barley would noi 
be helped at all—at least, | doubt whether 
they would. The third argument was 
that the Bill could not be administered. 
That was one of the strongest arguments 
against the Bill, and would be destructive 
to it if it could be proved. But the 
hon. Member’s position is this. He 
says it cannot be proved by chemical 
analysis whether the beer is made from 
malt and hops only, or from sub- 
stitutes. But the methods adopted by 
the Excise at the present time would 
afford a very large protection, and would 
enable a man to get what he wants. 
Again, the hon. Member says that you 
‘annot exactly define beer, and that you 
cannot by chemical analysis distinguish 
beer made from malt and hops and beer 
made from substitutes. There is another 
very common case—you cannot define 
milk ; but there is, I believe, a standard 
which is adopted by Somerset House as 
to what is milk; although it is nota 
standard which is considered complete 
or satisfactory, yet you can very often get 
something which is called milk in practice. 
but which does not satisfy all the require- 
of Somerset House. The last 


foreign barley against English barley. 
Again, that may be the case. 
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CoLonEL MILWARD: 


brewers. 


The foreign 


*Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I beg the 


mis- 
the Bill will 
But, from the 


hon. Member's pardon for my 
take. It is said that 
keep foreign brewers. 


point of view of the consumer, I submit | 


that that is not a reason for rejecting 
the Bill. The point of view of the con- 
sumer is that if he wants to drink Pilsener 
beer, or Bavarian beer, or the heavy 
Munich beer he knows what he is getting, 
and what he is paying for; but if he 
wants to drink English beer made from 
harley, hops, yeast, and water, let him 
have the opportunity of getting it. The 
strongest argument in favour of the Bill 
was actually used by the hon. Member 
who seconded its rejection. He men- 
tioned the case of margarine and butter. 
| do not know whether the hon. Member 
has referred to former debates in the 
House on the question of making and 
selling margarine and butter. One of 
the strongest arguments used against 
the Margarine Act was that it would 
have the effect of depriving the poor con- 
sumer of the opportunity of getting 
what he was willing to pay for as butter, 
but not as margarine. The Bill passed, 
but the consumption of margarine has 
not ceased ; in fact, the price of the best 
margarine is higher than that of the 
worst butter. Under that Act the trader 
has to disclose to the consumer what he 
is buying, but that has not injured the 
trade in margarine. And the same will 
happen with beer. A man who ean sell 
heer brewed from substitutes for malt 
und hops will continue to brew it, and 
the consumer will be able to obtain what 
he wants. On these grounds I support 
the Second Reading of the Bill. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THe Ex- 
CHEQUER (Sir Micuar. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): It will not be necessary for 
me to detain the House at any length so 
near the close of the sitting, but I 
feel it is necessary to make a 
few observations in regard to this 
Bill. I admit that from the point of 
view of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


this Bill is a distinct improvement upon | 


other Bills which have preceded it from 
the hon. Member for Sudbury. There is 
no attempt in this Bill to confine the word 
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1asked_ to 
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| beer to the liquid brewed wholly from 


malt and hops under penalty, and there 
is no attempt to describe beer brewed 
from other materials as adulterated. 
Therefore there is: nothing to interfere 
directly or indirectly with the revenue 
or with the freedom of the mash tun, 
which some regard as such a_ prized 
privilege in the brewing of beer. But, 
in spite of that, there are difficulties 
in the Bill, which, holding the oftice 
I do, I feel it is my duty to put before 
the attention of the House of Commons. 
Nobody has suggested that this Bill will, 
in itself, put an end to the possibility of 
unwholesome and even of poisonous 
materials being used in the manufacture 
of beer, and it is perfectly obvious that if 
that can be done it must be attempted 
in a very different way. That being so, 
I do not think it is quite fair on the part 
of hon. Members who have supported 
this Bill to refer, as some of them have 
done, to the recent epidemic in Man- 
chester and the neighbourhood and the 
danger that might arise from a recur- 
rence of such epidemics,. as reasons. in 
support of the Bill. There was, no doubt, 
a very strong and very proper feeling 
throughout the country at the time of the 
occurrence of that epidemic that sufficient 
care had not been exercised in the choice 
of materials for brewing, and that in 
some way or other, through the Govern- 
ment or through the loeal authorities, 
there should be more stringent regula- 
tions made and enforced to secure the 
purity of materials used by brewers. 
With that object my right. hon. friend 
the President of the Local’ Government 
Board recommended the appointment of 
a Commission to inquire into the actual 
facts of the Manchester epidemic, and to 
report what steps might be taken for the 
purpose to which | have referred. When 
that Report is received it will. no doubt, 
as my right hon.. friend the Member for 
Sleaford has said, be the duty of the 
Government to deal with it and to make 
such proposals to Parliament as may be 
deemed necessary. This Bill does not 
touch that matter at all. Yet we are 
support it on the ground 
of meetings held and of petitions pre- 
sented to this House based upon the 
dangers of a recurrence of the epidemic, 
though those petitions were not pre- 
sented with any reference to the Bill: 
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before us. The argument is now sug-|to impose this duty to do so. There- 
gested to us by the hon. Member who, fore by the time the beer reaches 
has just sat down, and by the hon. the consumer in the retail public. 


Member for Peterborough, that though 
the Bill does not do anything directly to 
secure the wholesomeness of beer, yet 


it will have this effect—it will enable the | 
consumer to ask for malt beer or partly | 


malt beer, and that the consumer who 
desires to be safeguarded against poi- 


sonous ingredients will always ask for | 


malt beer. Well, in the first place, it 

has been shown that there is a possibility 

of the presence of arsenic in malt itself. 
Mr. CHAPLIN: Not in the beer. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: In some 


instances, I believe, such a possibility 


house, which is the time when you want 
to secure the guarantee that the beer is 
part malt or wholly malt, there can be 
no security that the label over the beer- 
engine, the bottle, or the cask actually 
represents the character of the beer 
inside. 

Now, it has been said, with great 
reason, that the principle that a person 
who asks for a certain defined article 


should be entitled to the protection of 


| sented to be. 


‘has been shown, but at any rate | 
will consider that matter as sub 
judice. But beyond that, this Bill’ 


does nothing whatever to secure that 
‘the consumer who asks for part-malt 
beer shall have a wholesome liquor. 
That may be brewed from any materials 
whatever, even poisonous materials, and 
therefore, unless he asks for malt beer 
he is not safeguarded at all. 


If he does | 


i 


ask for malt beer is he quite sure of get- | 


ting it! Is it possible under the provi- 


sions laid down by this Bill that he | 
-sat down 


ean have that security? I have gone 
carefully with the Inland Revenue 
authorities into the proposals in the Bill 
for carrying out the object. and I am 
bound to state tothe House that, so far 
as I can judge, these securities are abso- 
lutely illusory. 
brewer has to ticket all the casks or other 


by Parliament. 


the law from fraud has been accepted 
But I do not know that 
this principle has ever been accepted 
except in regard to .articles which it 
would be possible to analyse to ascertain 
whether the article is what it is repre- 
This by common admission 
you cannot do. Throughout this debate 
it has been agreed that as between the 
beer brewed from malt and partly from 
malt analysis cannot determine the 
difference. Therefore we are _ utterly 
deprived of the ordinary safeguard that 
a purchaser has, if he chooses to take the 
trouble, to secure the article he requires. 
Under these circumstances, I confess that 
although I entirely accept the principle. 
to which the hon. Member who has just 
attaches great importance, 


that there should be a safeguard to the 


In the first place, the | 


vessels in which he sends out beer as malt _ 


beer or partly malt beer. Well, if there 
was continuous supervision of the stock 
account of the brewer and of every deli- 
very from his brewery, I suppose it might 
be possible, having regard to the com- 
paratively small number of breweries in 
the United Kingdom, to secure that the 
contents are according to ticket. But the 
casks or bottles go to agents, go to 


deal on this question. | 


| 


purchaser, yet I cannot myself see how 
it is possible to apply the principle to this 
particular article of beer. It is my busi- 
ness to look at the matter from a practical 
point of view, for, as Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, | am _ responsible for the 
Inland Revenue, and cannot be guided 
by sentiment, which has prevailed a good 
cannot, as | 
have said, see how it will be possible to 
enforce the provisions of the Bill, and 
therefore, though it is right to say | 
speak for myself rather than on behalf 
of the Government, I cannot give my 


' vote in favour of the Bill. 


bottlers, and thence are distributed over | 


all the public-houses in the kingdom ; 
and it would be absolutely impossible 
for the Excise authorities to follow the 
beer throughout the process, and_ it 
would be equally impossible for the 
officers of a local authority on whom 
the right hon. Gentleman desires 


Sir Miehael Hicks Beach. 


Mr. CHAPLIN rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, * That the Question 


be now put”; but Mr. Speaker withheld 


his assent, and declined then to put that 
(Question. 


CoLonEL WALKER (Widnes) said it 
had been alleged by the right hon. Mem 
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ber for Sleaford that certain firms did not 
use any sugar at all, andthat Clause 9 was 
a protection for those firms. He did not 
know whether that was the case or not, 
but he would like to inform the House 
what that meant. It meant that those 
brewers used now three-fourths foreign 
barley and only one-fourth English 
barley, and in addition to that, in virtue 
of Clause 9, they could use * priming ” 
which amounted to 14 per cent. of un- 
fermented sugar—13 per cent. unfer- 
mented sugar was equal to three times 
that quantity of fermented sugar, which 
meant that the proportion of sugar used 
hy these firms was no less than 44 per 
cent.: and the proportion of sugar used 
by the brewers who used three-fourths 
English barley and one-fourth sugar was 
only & percent. That was a point which 
ought to be considered ba the House. 


*Mr. GROVES (Salford, S.) said that 
as one who had had experience of the 
trade for thirty years he should have a 
The 
moderate use of sugar had nothing in 
the world to do with the profits of the 
brewer. When the public demanded an 
article that could be produced by the 
addition of a small pereentage of sugar 
rather than by malt alone, they must 
have it. In his own brewery he used an 
average of about 90 per cent. of English 
malt and 10 per cent. of sugar. Atten- 
tion had been called to the recent deplor- 
able epidemic and the arsenical contami- 
nat on of one brand of brewing sugar, 
but he would like to emphasise the fact 
that the public analyst of Manchester 
had also found arsenic in malt. He had 
no particular objection to Clause 2. 
because the substitutes to which it re- 
ferred were. he believed, entirely con- 
fined to the production of teetotal bever- 
He knew hundreds of brewers, 
but he knew no single brewer who used 
these substitutes tor hops in brewing 
beer. As to Clause 9. dealing with malt 
beer, he had the best reason for thinking 
that it had been deliberately put into the 
Bill for the purpose of arranging a com- 
promise with certain large brewing firms. 
Under the operation of that clause they 
would be entitled to label beer as “ malt *’ 
heer which was no more *all-malt™ beer 
than that which was labelled * part- 
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word or two to say on the subject. 


ages. 
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malt” beer. The Bill was too ridiculous 
for consideration. The brewers had no 
objection whatever to a measure of. this 
kind drawn on reasonable and common- 
sense lines, and which would really 
provide for the purity of beer, but the 
present measure was so absurdly drawn 
that the clauses would be inopera- 
tive. He maintained that those con- 
cerned mostly in the purity of beer were 
those who manufactured it. He asked 
the House by rejecting this measure to 
say that it was an immature Bill, and 
required further consideration. Let the 
Bill be sent to the limbo of all ill-con- 
sidered measures. The framers of the 
Bill, if it were repeated, would then have 
opportunities of amending it. As he had 
said, the brewers did not object to any 
of the principles of the Bill, but its clauses 
were so tied round with red tape and 
ridiculous anomalies that he had no 
hesitation—and he hoped the House 
would have none—in voting against it. 


COLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said that the hon. Mem- 
ber who had just sat down declared that 
the Bill was a ridiculous Bill. That 
might be his opinion, but there were hon. 
Members who differed from him, and 
their opinion was as good as his. Again, 
the hon. Gentleman said that those most 
concerned in the purity of beer were the 
manufacturers. That he entirely denied. 
The basis of the Bill was that it was the 
consumers who were principally con- 
cerned, and in the interests of the con- 
sumers he begged the House to read the 
Bill a second time. 


* Mr. GROVES said the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman had misinterpreted his mean- 
ing. What he meant when he said that 
the brewers were most concerned in the 
purity of beer was this—that unless they 
brewed good beer, to suit the popular 
taste, their trade and profits would very 
soon disappear and they might as well 
give up their business. 


Mr. RUTHERFORD — (Laneashire, 
Darwen) said that the great objection 
which maltsters had to English barley 
was that it was often broken, and that 
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brewers had to provide machinery for 
If agriculturists were to 
would receive 
Generally brewers 
used 75 per cent. of malt, 10 per cent. of 
maize, and 15 per cent. of sugar ; 


dressing it. 
dress their barley 
better prices for it. 


they 


{COMMONS} 


and a 


eertain proportion of malt must always 


be used, no matter what other substitutes 
The working man would 


were employed. 


have a glass of beer, and a clear beer that 


sparkled, and the brewer was compelled, 
to produce the 


therefore. 


Abrahain, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, Wim. (Rhondda) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F 
Aird, Sir John 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Arkwright. John Stanhope 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Bagot,Capt.-loseeline FitzRoy 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bayley, ‘Thos. (Derbyshire) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W.W. B. (Hants. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B 
Bienold, Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland. Jolin 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Cant. H.F.( Middlesex) 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Drassey, Albert 
Brodrick. Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. 
Brunner, Sir oe Tomlinson 
Bull, William James 
Burns, John 
Bart, Thomas 
Caine, William Sproston 
nee, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carlile, William Walter 
(‘ary iM, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Cantley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish. V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chaplin, Rv. Hon. Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Charles E. H. 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cremer, William Randi i] 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, E Earl of 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Athole 


article which 


AYES. 


Delany, William 
Dickinson, Robert Edinond 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingtield- 
Dilion, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Dunn, Sir William 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Win. Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH( Maidstone 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 

trench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finch, George H. 

Virbank, Jose pl Thoms 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gartit, William 
Gilhooly, James 
(ioddard, Daniel Ford 
(iodson, Sir ~— tus Fredk. 
(sore, Hon. F. S. Ornisby- 
(corst, Rt. hy sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Altred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Grenfell. ae Henry 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall. Edward Marshal! 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Win. 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Heath, James (Statiords. N.W. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hermon-Hodve, Robert Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Hoge, Lindsay 

Horner, Frederick Willian 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Howard, Capt.J.( nt, Paversn 
Howard,.J.( Midd.,Tottenham) 


his consumer required. 
he would very soon lose his custom. He 
did not think the 
nor did he believe it would accomplish 
the object of its promoters, and therefore 
he should vote ag 


Question put, 
stand part of the Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 245 ; 
133. (Division List No. 108). 


Bill, 1504 


Unless he did so 


3ill a good measure, 


rainst it. 


That the word * now ’ 


Noes, 


Hozier, Hon.JamesHenry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Huimphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Jotin (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jolnston, William (Belfass) 
Jones. David Brynmor(Swans'a 
Jones, William (Carmarvonsh. } 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Sianey,Col.W.(Salop. 
Lambert, George 

Lambton, ton. Fredk. Win. 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
‘porng. Edmund 

Le H. (Hants.. 
Leiy Sg Stanley 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Levy, M:urice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. KR. 
Long, Col.Chas. W. (Evesham 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowther, ©. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt.tn.James( Kent 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsnv’uth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MaeDonnell. Dr. Mark A. 
M-Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘kxenna, Revinald 
M:Killop. J ames(Stirlingshire 
M‘Laren. Charles Benjamin 
Malcolm, lan 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Montagu, Hn. J.Seott( Hants. ) 
More, Robt. Jasper( Shropshire 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morrison, James Arebibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Mount, Williaa Arthu 
Murphy, J. 

Nannetti. Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir — re 

Norton, Capt. Cee ‘il William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Brien, Kx. (Tipperary, Mid) 


Fareham 
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O'Doherty, William 

O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Mara, James 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
(Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Partington, Oswald 

Perey, Earl 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pilkington, Richard 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, S. Forde( BethnalGreen 
Rigg, Riehard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


\lllusen, Augustus H. Eden 
\nson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 


Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds | 


Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry \ 
Bond, Edward 

Boyle, James 

Brice, John 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) | 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) | 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Oullinan, J. 

Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


| 
| 
| 
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tobson, William Snowdon 
toe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Round, James 

Sackville,'Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | 
Smith, HC(North'mb. Tyn’s’de 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 

Stevenson, Irancis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf, Univ. 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Thomas, David Alired(Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 


© 


NOES. 


Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Michael(Lon. Univ. 
Greene, SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 
(rreene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Harcourt, Re. Hon. SirWilliam 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Higginbottom, 5. W. 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampste'd 


| Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) 


Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb,Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 
Lawrence, William F. 

Leng, Sir John 


| Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 


| Lundon, W. 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
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Vincent, Col.SirCEH (Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH 
Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col. C. E. 
Warner. Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb,Colone! William George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E( Notts. ) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson,Fred. W.(Norfelk, Mid 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehou-e, Hn. Armine( Essex 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Young, ommander( Berks,E.) 
Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Purvis and Sir Cuthbert 
(uilter. 


Moleswort)), Sir Lewis 
Mooney, Jo'in J. 

Morrell, (eorve Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Moulton. John Fletcher 
Murray. Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, J. (Roseommon, N.) 
O'Malley, \Villiam 

Palmer. Wa ter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. * 
Platt-Hiee ns, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Ratelitte, R. }. 

Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hn. M.W.(Staly bridge 
Robertson, Edniund (Dundee) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Sandys. Lieut.-Col. Thos Myles 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abe! H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, Jamesiarker(Lanarks. 
Stewart, Sir. M. J. M‘Tageart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Tollemaehe, Henry James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
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Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) | Whiteley, H. (Ashton u-Lyne | TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Walker, Col. William Hall =| Whitley, .J. H. (Halifax) | Colonel Milward and Mr. 
Wallace, Robert | Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R. | Heywood Johnstone. 


White, Patrick,(Meath, North | Wodehouse,Rt.Hn.E. R.( Bath | 
Whiteley, George(York,W.R. | Wortley,Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- | 


Main Question put, and agreed to. PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Third Report brought up, and read ; 


Bill read a second time, and committed PU 
to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 


for to-morrow. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 
GRAVESEND GAS BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports Adjourned at twenty minutes before 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed Six of the clock. 
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APPENDIX IL. 


STATEMENT 


EXPLANATORY OF 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1901-1902. 


The Navy Estimates for 1901-1902 amount to a net total of £30,875,500, being 
an increase of £2,083,600 beyond the amount of £28,791,900 voted'for the year 
1900-1901. 

The Manning Vote (Vote 1) shows an increase of £233,000, due in the main 
to the increased number of men last year and this year. 

Vote 8, Shipbuilding, &¢., shows a net increase of £1,274,900. 

Vote 9, Armaments, is increased by £161,800. 

Vote 10, Works, is increased by £137,300. 

The remaining Votes show a net increase of £276,600. 

The comparison in every case is with the original Estimates of 1900-1901 plus 
ihe additional Estimates voted in July, 1900. 


NUMBERS. 


The total number of Officers, Seamen and Boys, Coastguard, and Royal Marines 
proposed for the year 1901-1902 is 118,635, being an increase of 3,745. 
The additions proposed are to meet the needs of the Fleet, and are made up of— 
287 Officers. 
1.150 Seamen. 
500 Stokers. 
398 Miscellaneous. 
310 Artizans (including 100 Electricians). 
1,000 Marines. 
100 Apprentices (Shipwrights and Coopers). 





MOBILISATION. 


‘The plans for strengthening and developing the system of Reserves, referred to 
‘in last year’s Statement as under consideration, have been given effect to by the 
passing of an Act of Parliament to establish a new Reserve force, to be called the 
Royal Fleet Reserve. It will consist partly of men who have served in the Navy or 
Royal Marines and left without taking pension (Class B), and partly of men who 
have been pensioned (Class A). The Seaman Pensioner Reserve will be superseded 
eventually by the new Royal Fleet Reserve, but the present Royal Naval Reserve is 
not affected. 

VOL. XCI. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 3H 





li. STATEMENT—NAVY ESTIMATES, 1901-1902. 


The first entries in the new force will be made from the first of March of this 
year, and it is hoped to eventually raise the numbers of Class B to 15,000. The 
men in the new Royal Fleet Reserve will undergo periodical drill. 

In order further to facilitate mobilisation another Act of Parliament was also 
passed, enabling the Admiralty, when the Royal Naval Reserve is called by Royal 
Proclamation into actual service, to limit the numbers to be called out to such as 
may from time to time appear desirable. 

The Coast Guard and Port Guard Ships, which heretofore have had only a 
portion of their crews on board, are now kept fully manned. An additional Coast 
Guard ship has been commissioned and established at Rathmullen, in Ireland. 


THe Royat MARINES, 


9.630 Recruits were raised for the Corps during the year 1900, the Artillery 
branch receiving 616 of this number, the remainder going to the Infantry Divisions. 

For the Artillery branch the mean height was 5 feet 8 inches, for the Infantry 
5 feet 6 inches. 

The twelve months produced a wastage of 2,165, the largest for some years. 
More than half of this number were men time expired, pensioned, purchased, and 
invalided, most of whom will be eligible for entry in the new Reserve, and will 
probably join it. 

During the past vear directions have been given for the training in gunnery 
of the young officers Royal Marine Light Infantry to take place in the Gunnery 
School at Whale Island instead of at their Divisional Headquarters, in the same manner 
as the young officers Royal Marine Artillery, whereby uniformity of instruction is 
ensured. 

A fuller recognition has been made of the eligibility of Marines for employ 
ment as Captains of Guns in H.M. Ships. A proportion of Marine Captains of Guns 
will in future be allowed in the complements of all Battleships and such First Class 
Cruisers as are Flagships ; and a new auxiliary rating of Second Captain of Gun 
has been established by Order in Council for men of the Marine Infantry with an 
additional allowance of one penny per diem while borne on ships’ books for the duty. 

Musketry.— Twenty per cent. of the men on shore qualified as marksmen, 75 
per cent. reaching the next stage of efficiency. 

Reserve of Officers. -During the past vear attention was directed to the fact 
that no specific regulation existed under which Retired Marine Officers could be 
recalled for service in case of emergency. A scheme has been prepared for the creation 
of a “ Reserve of Officers, Royal Marines.” It makes all officers who voluntarily 
retire liable to serve in this Reserve, those already on the Retired List or who may 
he retired compulsorily having the option of joining if under fifty. ; 

Reserve of Men.—Taking advantage of the powers given to the Admiralty by 
the Naval Reserve Act of 1900, to raise and keep up a new Division of Reserves in 
addition to the men already authorised under the Act of 1859, steps were taken 
to incorporate in the new force a reserve of Royal Marines, and the raising of this 
Reserve is now in course of operation. 


NAVAL RESERVES. 


Executive Officers —Vhe establishment is fixed at 1,500, and there are now 
borne 436 Lieutenants. 517 Sub-Lieutenants, and 547 Midshipmen. Vacancies 
tor Executive Officers are filled up as soon as they occur. There are no vacancies 
at present, and 330 qualified candidates are on the list of applicants for appointment. 


The total number of Executive Officers now on the Active List, who have served 
ior twelve months or more in the Navy, or are now undergoing twelve months train- 
ing, is 295, an increase of 28 since last year. 
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STATEMENT —NAVY EstTIMATEs, 1901-1902. iii. 


Engineers.—The establishment of Engineer Officers is fixed at 400, and is com- 
ae : _ age . 
plete. There are 15 candidates on the list of applicants for appointments. 


The Instructional Courses for Engineers in the Home Dockyards, commenced in 
1898, have been continued. Three courses of six Officers have been held each year, 
and arrangements are now being made to increase the number to 18 Officers for 
each course, or a total of 54 per annum. 32 Officers have been through the courses, 
and they have been satisfactorily reported on for conduct and attention. These 
Officers appreciate the instruction and experience afforded. 


Seamen.—On the 31st December last the total number of seamen borne, as 
compared with the numbers voted, was :— 


| Numbers Borne. 
Number Voted, |_ 





Class. acpi = Sa 
1“ 1900-1. | l 
| | 31.12.00. 31.12.99. 
(Jualified Seamen - - - - | | | 2,937 2,080 
- 11,700 
Ist Class, old system - - - - } 7,978 8,921 
Seamen : : ; . : - |) | | 4,218 3,406 
11,300 
2nd Class, old system - . - - 1) 5,996 7,505 
Totals - - - - - 23,000 21,129 21,962 
L900. 1899. 
Numbers embarked for six months Naval training... .. 784 .. 980 


The falling off in numbers borrfe and in those embarking for naval training is 
attributed to the unpopularity of this compulsory training, owing to insufficient pay 
as compared with what the men earn at their proper vocations (fishing, yachting, 
merchant ships, &ec.), and the length of time required to serve, which interferes 
with their employment. Arrangements are being made to readjust the pay and 
to reduce the period of training from six to three months, which it is hoped will 
induce more men to embark. Further, this embarkation will not be compulsory, 
except as regards earning promotion and future pension, and men who do not 
qualify for promotion to “ Qualified Seamen ”’ will be allowed to re-enrol as ** Sea- 
men ”’ for a second and third period of five years, which at present is not allowed. 
We regret this unavoidable diminution of the training period ; but it is believed 
that a readjustment of the system of instruction will go far to neutralise the loss of 
time. 

The negotiations for the establishment of a branch of the Royal Naval Reserve 
in the North American Colonies, to which reference was made in last year’s State- 
ment, have been proceeded with, and 50 seamen from Newfoundland have been 
embarked in His Majesty’s ships on the Station for six months training. 

Firemen.—During the year 1900 there were 337 Firemen enrolled as compared 
with 544 in 1899, being a decrease of 207. 





The numbers borne as compared with the numbers voted are : 


Borne, 31st December, 1900' .. .. $3,530 .. Voted ... 3,600 
TOO? sis sci VAG Enc. pores (1). 


” ” 
Drill Ships and Batteries—The process of replacing the old M.L. guns by modern 
().F. guns is being continued, and arrangements are in hand to supply several 5-in. 
B.L. (converted to Q.F.) and Maxim guns during the forthcoming financial year. 
2 . 
3H 2 
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CHANGES IN COMPOSITION OF FLEETS. 


China.—The China Fleet has been considerably increased during the past twelve 
months. The Dido, Isis, and Astraea from the Mediterranean, the Arethusa 
from the Pacific, the Wallaroo, Mohawk, and Lizard from Australia, and the Mara- 
thon from the East Indies, were all sent to that Station during the disturbances last 
year for temporary service. Of these, the Marathon has returned to her Station, 
the Dido and Isis have been replaced by other Cruisers in the Mediterranean, and 
will remain in China ; the Mohawk has been replaced in Australia, and is now re- 
turning home. The Glory, Argonaut, and two Destroyers (Otter and Janus) have 
been added to the Fleet in Chinese waters, and the Ocean left Malta 2nd February 
to join them. The Robin, River Gunboat, has been commissioned for service in the 
West River, and the Steamer Pioneer has been purchased and will be fitted as a gun- 
boat for service on the Yangtse Kiang. 


Mediterranean.—Eight Destroyers and four First Class Torpedo Boats have been 
added to the Mediterranean Fleet. The Hood has replaced the Ocean sent to China. 
Home.—A Torpedo Gunboat (fitted with water-tube boilers) has been attached 
to each Home Port for the instruction of Engine Room Ratings in water-tube 
boilers. 
The additions to the sea-going Fleet in Commission, enumerated above, in- 
volved complements to the extent of 7,269 Officers and Men. 
It is worthy of note that these ships have been commissioned without reducing 
the personnel at Home below the strength required for mobilisation of the Ships in 
Reserve, without any interruption or diminution of the work of the various Schools 
and Training Establishments, and without drawing upon any of the Naval Reserve 
Forces. The ordinary reliefs on foreign stations, which were due during the latter 
portion of the vear 1900, had unavoidably to be delayed, but are all now either being 
or about to be carried out. 


Naval Brigades —All Naval Brigades serving on shore in South Africa had 
returned to their ships by October, 1900. 

A Naval Brigade participated in the International advance to Peking, and, on 
the occupation of the city, returned to their ships. 

The Government of South Australia offered the services of the South Aus- 
tralian Gunboat Protector for service in China during the disturbances of last year. 
The offer was accepted for four months, and the Protector served in China from 
September till the end of November. The Commander-in-Chief reported that the 
Protector was most useful, being an efficient and well kept man-of-war, reflecting 
credit on captain, officers, and men. 


The Governments of New South Wales and Victoria similarly offered the ser- 
vices of Colonial Naval Brigades, consisting respectively of 300 and 200 officers and 
men for service in China. These offers were accepted, and the Brigades have been 
employed on shore under the General, where they did good service. They will 
return home by the end of March. 


Losses.—The Second Class Cruiser Sybille went ashore at Lambert’s Bay, in 
Cape Colony, on 16th January, and is reported to be a total wreck. One life was 
lost. The report o the Court Martial has not yet arrived. The Hind, Coast Guard 
Cruiser, was wrecked on the East Coast of England in November. No lives were 
lost. The River Gunboat Sandpiper sank during a typhoon at Hong Kong in 
November, but was successfully raised. One life was lost. 


Manwurres—The annual Manoeuvres took place, 49 ships and torpedo boats 
heing specially commissioned for the purpose. Altogether 115 ships and vessels 
took part in the Manoeuvres, and over 30,000 officers and men. The total number 
of Coast Guard embarked was 45 officers and 1,711 men, and of Royal Naval Re- 
serves 35 otticers and 590 men, 
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STATEMENT—NAVY Estimates, 1901-1902. We 


COALING OF THE FLEET. 


In order to facilitate the departmental administration of this service a slight 
change has been made in the Navy Estimates, whereby all incidental expenses, in- 
cluding craft, machinery, &c., are provided for under the same subhead as the cost 
of the coal and its conveyance (Vote 8, Section 2, Subhead K). The works and 
buildings connected with coaling have also been grouped in one subhead of Vote 10. 

Steps are in progress to organise and improve the coaling facilities at the several 
Naval Stations to ensure that the requirements of the Fleets can at all times be amply 
met. It is proposed to include the provision for the necessary expenditure in the 
forthcoming Naval Works Loan Bill. 

Additions have been made to the coaling craft, and provision is included in the 
Estimates for 1901-2 for further floating craft to be equipped with modern appliances. 
Provision is also made for the increase of reserve stocks of coal at certain Naval 
Stations abroad. The supervision of coaling duties at certain of the Naval Depots 
has been strengthened. 

The system of supplying coal to Fleets and Naval Stations by colliers under Admi- 
ralty control or under the orders of the Commanders-in-Chiet is working well, and 
will be extended as far as circumstances permit. 

The experiments with Patent Fuel have been satisfactorily concluded, and 
suitable quantities will be stored to form adequate reserves at foreign stations. 

Schemes for further trials with Liquid Fuel have been considered, and some 
manufacturers have undertaken to submit designs and particulars of trials. Two 
of these plans are about to be tried, one with a marine water-tube boiler on shore, 
and one, if the arrangements are suitable, on board H.M.S. Surly. 


NAVAL TRALNING. 


The training of officers and men has received and is receiving much attention 
from the Board. 

The report of a Committee on the Training and Examination of Junior Ofticers, 
which was appointed in 1897, and the circular in which its recommendations have 
been embodied and issued to the Fleet, will be laid before Parliament. Sufficient 
time has not elapsed to show the result of the changes introduced, but any modifica- 
tions shown to be necessary by experience will be adopted. 

Special encouragement is being given to the better study of foreign languages ; 
the seamanship examination has been revised by the Council of Education to meet 
the present conditions obtaining on modern warships ; promotion to the rank of 
Lieutenant will not in future only depend upon success in examinations, but a 
certificate will be required to be obtained by every Sub-Lieutenant from his Com- 
manding Officer after six months service in a ship of war at sea as to his fitness to 
take charge of a watch at sea and to perform efficiently his other duties as a Lieu- 
tenant. 

A Naval Strategy course, including therein Strategy, Tactics, Naval History, 
and International Law, has been commenced at Greenwich for the benefit of the 
Senior Officers at the Royal Naval College, and is being conducted by the Captain 
of the College. The Tactical courses at Portsmouth are being continued. Al] the 
officers going through these courses have been placed on full pay. 

The Council of Naval Education has been directed to carefully scrutinise the 
Greenwich course with a view to ascertaining whether the matter and period of 
study of the Gunnery and Torpedo Lieutenants is that most adapted to the efficiency 
of the Service. 

The system of training the men of the Navy is being constantly watched and 
revised with a view to increased efficiency. Great stress is being laid on effic'eney 
in coaling ; special arrangements have been made for training the stokers in the 
depéts in the stoking of water-tube boilers; a scheme has been matured, and is 
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now under consideration, for transferring a large proportion of the instruction in 
gunnery from the Gunnery Schools to the seagoing Fleet, and for confining the 
further education in the Gunnery Schools to those seamen who show special aptitude, 
and who may, therefore, be selected for the advanced ratings of Captains of Guns 
and Captains of Turrets, or for the higher Torpedo ratings. There is no doubt but 
that the standard of proficiency in gunnery is steadily rising in the Navy. A large 
addition of practice ammunition for the Fleet was sanctioned in 1899, and a sea- 
going gunnery ship has been allotted to each of the Gunnery Schools, and will be 
attached as soon as ready. 


NEW CONSTRUCTION, 

There has been no relaxation of activity in shipbuilding and engineering opera- 
tions generally during the past year, better progress having been made than in 
recent years with the ships under construction for the Royal Navy, and it is antici- 
pated that the aggregate expenditure on new construction will closely approach 
the provision made in the Estimates, and will largely exceed that of any previous 
vear, 

The steps taken by the various contractors to increase the output of armour 
and machinery have begun to show their effect, and the rate of progress has greatly 
increased during the latter half of the year. This is especially the case with 
armour, the total output of which for Admiralty use in the present year will be 
from 45 to 50 per cent. greater than last year. The rate of delivery during the latter 
half of this year indicates that the new plant is now in effective working order. 
Moreover, « fifth firm has undertaken armour manufacture, and has advanced 
considerably with the necessary plant. The outlook in regard to the future supply 
of armour is, therefore, favourable. 

The total output of new construction in the financial year now drawing to a 
close will probably exceed that of 1899-1900, which was previously the greatest 
on record, by about a million. 

Battleships. 


The Glory has been completed and commissioned. The Albion has been 
delivered, and has commenced her trials, but I regret to say that defects in her 
machinery have been discovered which have postponed her completion. 

The Vengeance. the last ship of the Canopus class, has been detained at Barrow 
in consequence of an accident to the entrance of the dock in which the ship was 
being completed. It is now reported that the works on the dock entrance are being 
rapidly pushed forward, and that they will probably be sufficiently advanced to 
permit the ship to pass out during April. Her trials and completion will be accele- 
rated as much as possible after delivery. 

The six battleships of the Formidable class, which were in hand in the dockyards 
at the beginning of the present financial year, have been considerably advanced, 
and two similar ships (the Queen and Prince of Wales) have been commenced. The 
Implacable has commenced her steam trials, and will be practically completed by 
the end of the financial year ; her gunnery trials will probably be made rather later. 
It is anticipated that the Formidable and Irresistible will be completed early in the 
next financial year. and the Bulwark about December next. The London and 
Venerable will probably be finished about May, 1902. 


The six vessels of the Duncan class have also been well advanced. Of the four 
building by contract, the Russell has been launched and the Duncan will be launched 
on 21st March, and the other two are very nearly in the same stage of progress. The 
Alhemarle and Montagu, building in the dockyards, are to be launched on 5th March. 


> 


All these vessels should be completed in 1902-8. 


Armoured Cruisers. 


Twenty vessels are now in course of construction ; six of the Cressy class, four 
of the Drake class, and ten of the Monmouth class. 
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STATEMENT—NaAvy ESTIMATES, 1901-1902. Vil. 


The Cressy has been delivered within the contract date, and has satisfactorily 
completed her steam trials, exceeding her estimated maximum speed by nearly 
half a knot. Satisfactory preliminary trials have been made with the new type of 
mounting for her 9-2-in. guns, and the ship is now being prepared for service. Her 
gunnery trials will be carried out early in the next financial year. 

The Sutlej has been delivered and the Aboulir will be delivered during the 
present financial year. Both ships will be made ready for trials immediately. 

The completion of the Hogue at Barrow has been delayed by the same accident 
that has affected the delivery of the Vengeance. The Contractors are now making 
special arrangements to press forward the work on the ship. 

The Bacchante has been launched, and the Euryalus is the only vessel of the 
class remaining on the building slips. Her launch has been deferred in consequence 
of the accident to the dock entrance at Barrow. 

One vessel of the Drake class (the Good Hope) has been launched, and the Drake 
is to be launched before the present financial year closes. Equally satisfactory 
progress has not been made hitherto on the other two vessels of this class building 
by contract, but the contractors have been urged to make greater efforts, and have 
undertaken to do so. 

Four of the vessels of the Monmouth class which were commenced last year 
have been considerably advanced. The first of these (the Aent) will have been 
launched before the close of the financial year, and two others will probably be 
launched about May next, and the fourth about August. 

The remaining six vessels have been commenced recently, and the work on 
them will be advanced, before the present financial year closes, to a stage which will 
enable rapid progress to be made on them next year. 

It will be seen from the above that four battleships and four armoured cruisers 
are expected to be launched during the last two months of this financial year. 


Protected Cruisers. 


The contractors’ steam trials of the First Class cruiser Spartiate were not satis- 
factory, and the completion of the ship has been delayed by the necessity for replacing 
a condemned crank shatt. 

The two Second Class cruisers of improved Hermes type (Challenger and 
Encounter), referred to in the statement of last year, have been commenced in the 
Dockyards. They are not sheathed with wood and copper, and are about a !not 
faster than the Hermes class. One of these vessels is to be fitted with Babcock and 
Willcox boilers. , 

Only one Third Class cruiser (the Pandora) has been in hand during the year. 
Her steam trials have still to be completed, but it is anticipated she will be practically 
ready for service at the close of the present financial year. 


Sloops and Gunboats. 
1 


Eight sloops have been under construction during the year, six in the Dock- 
yards and two by contract. The delivery of the latter has been considerably delayed, 
and they will not be completed as was anticipated this financial year. Two of the 
dockyard-built vessels will be completed this year, and two others will be finished 
next summer, when the contract-built ships should also be finished. 

The remaining two vessels (Odin and Merlin) have been commenced at Sheer- 
ness during the present year. 


Two gunboats of extremely light draught (the Teal and Moorhen) have been 
begun this year and are now well advanced. The work has been hindered by difhi- 
culties with material for boiler tubes, but it is anticipated that the vessels will be 
finished early in the next financial year. 
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Torpedo Boat Destroyers. 


The total number of vessels in this class is now 113. Forty-two have trial speeds 
of 26 to 27 knots, and the whole of these have been completed and accepted. Four 
of this type, which were originally completed with locomotive boilers. have now been 
fitted with water-tube boilers, and the whole of the 113 Torpedo Boat Destroyers 
now have water-tube boilers of the small tube or Express type. 

Of the 30-knot vessels 58 have been delivered, of which two have not yet passed 
their trials, and the eight still remaining in the builders’ hands are well advanced, 
one having passed her official trials and two others being now under trial. 

Of the tive Destroyers with trial speeds of over 30 knots two have been delivered 
and have completed their trials, viz., the Albatross, which attained 313 knots speed 
on trial, and the Viper, fitted with Parsons’ Steam Turbine, which attained on 
trial a speed of over 333 knots, combined with an almost entire absence of vibration. 
The Cobra, which has similar machinery to that in the Viper, was tried with a load 
on board largely in excess of that usually carried on speed trials by Destroyers, and 
maintained for three hours a speed slightly above 30 knots. 

A fourth vessel, of 32 knots speed, is expected to commence her preliminary 
steam trials about June next. 

The fifth vessel (of 33 knots contract speed) has undergone a very long series 
of trials with propellers of varying dimensions, but the builders have not up to the 
present succeeded in attaining the guaranteed speed, and consequent delay in com- 
pletion has resulted. 

At the close of the financial year there will be 10 Destroyers ordered previously 
to 1900-1901 still undelivered, but five additional vessels, not included in the original 
Estimates for the year, were purchased under an additional Estimate while’in course 
of construction, and these will be delivered this financial year. 


Torpedo Boats. 

The two Torpedo Boats of 25 knots trial speed, ordered in 1899, are well advanced. 
The first will shortly commence her preliminary trials. The further two of the 
same type ordered this year are also well advanced, and it is expected that all four 
will have been delivered and tried by September next. 


Royal Yacht. 

The alterations in this vessel which were mentioned as necessary in last year’s 
Statement have been made, and she has satisfactorily completed her steam trials 
during the year. These trials included three of 48 hours each, one at 5,000 h.p., 
and two at 7,500 h.p., and one trial of eight hours at 11,000 h.p. All the trials 
were carried out with complete success, the engines working with great smoothness 
and an almost complete absence of vibration. The maximum speed obtained was 
20} knots, instead of the 20 knots promised in the design ; and on two occasions 
the vessel ran at a speed of about 183 knots for 48 hours continuously. 

Experiments made since the alterations show that the vessel will have ample 
stability, and her behaviour during her trials when experiencing a very strong breeze 
and considerable sea was very satisfactory. 

The work of completing her internal decoration and fittings is now in hand, 


Fleet Auxiliaries. 

The provision of fleet auxiliaries is under the careful consideration of the Board. 
Three colliers are now working with the Fleet ; a repairing and distilling ship has 
been purchased and is now being fitted up; provision is made in the Estimates for 
another distilling ship and for a depot ship, while it is expected that the Waine will, 
with the kind assistance of the Committee of American ladies and the owner, be 
secured for service as a hospital ship in the Mediterranean during the ensuing 


summer. 
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STATEMENT—NAVY EstTIMATES, 1901-1902. 
Royal Naval Reserved Merchant Cruisers. 


During the year a new arrangement has been made with nearly all the great 
steamship companies, by which their finest vessels are held at the disposition of the 
Admiralty for employment as Armed Cruisers when required. Under the previous 
agreements only the Cunard, White Star, Peninsular and Oriental. and Canadian 
Pacific Railway Companies were included. To these have now heen added the 
Orient, Royal Mail, and Pacific Companies. Eighteen of the largest and swiftest 
passenger steamers belonging to these companies will receive an annual subvention, 
and thirty steamers in addition are held at the disposition of the Admiralty without 
further subsidy. In the main features the new agreements will be similar to 
former agreements, but in some particulars modifications have been made based on 
experience. 


Experiments. 


During the year a number of experiments have been made on armour plates 
with a view to improvements in manufacture, or to the selection of the quality of 
armour best adapted for particular services. 


An important firing trial was also carried out against H.M.S. Belleisle, and 
much valuable information was obtained which will be of service in future naval 
construction. 


Submarine Boats. 


Five submarine vessels of the type invented by Mr. Holland have heen ordered, 
the first of which should be delivered next autumn. 


What the future value of these boats may be in naval warfare can only be a 
matter of conjecture. The experiments with these boats will assist the Admiralty 
in assessing their true value. The question of their employment must be studied, 
and all developments in their mechanism carefully watched by this country. 


MACHINERY AND BOILERS. 


Between the preparation of last year’s Statement and 31st March, 1900, the 
battleship Glory and the sloop Condor completed their contractors’ trials, and the 
former vessel is now on the China station. 

The following vessels have completed their contract steam trials during the 
present financial year :— 


First Class Cruiser.—Cressy. Sloops.— Vestal and Shearwater. Yorpedo Boat 
Destroyers.—16 in number. Royal Yacht.— Victoria and Albert. 


In addition, the battleships Albion, Implacable, the First Class cruiser Spartiate. 
the Third Class cruiser Pandora, the sloop Mutine, and four Torpedo Boat Destroyers 
have commenced their trials. 


The battleships Bulwark and Formidable and armoured cruiser Sutlej will be 
ready for trials early in the next financial year. 


The Third Class cruiser Blanche has been reboilered, the double-ended cylindrical 
boilers being replaced by water-tube boilers of the small-tube type. She has com- 
pleted her trials satisfactorily, and is now on foreign service. ‘The sister vessel Blonde 
is now in hand for similar alterations. 


The Torpedo Gunboats Niger and Gossamer are being re-engined and re-boilered 
with small-tube water-tube boilers, associated with light, quick-running engines. 
This is following ona similar course to that adopted last year with Sk/pjack and 
Speedwell, and provides an increase in the ].H.P. developed in the vessels from 3,500 
to 6,000. 











7 


x. STATEMENT—NAvy ESTIMATES, 1901-1902. 


The Torpedo Boat Destroyers Havock, Hasty, and Charger, have had their 
locomotive boilers replaced by small-tube water-tube boilers, and the Havock has 
satisfactorily completed her trials with the new boilers. 


The Torpedo Gunboat Seagull, recently fitted with water-tube boilers of the 
Niclausse type, has satisfactorily completed an exhaustive series of sea-going trials 
similar to those carried out in the Sharpshooter (Belleville) and Sheldrake (Babcock 
and Wilcox) during the preceding year. 


These comparative trials in three similar ships have furnished valuable informa- 
tion regarding the different types of boilers ; and as a result it has been decided to 
continue them on a larger scale, and boilers of the Babcock and Wilcox pattern have 
accordingly been ordered for the new Second Class Cruiser Challenger and the sloop 
Odin ; the sloop Espitgle was ordered to be fitted with these boilers in 1899-1900, 
and she will be ready to commence her steam trials early in the ensuing financial 
year ; and Niclausse boilers are to be fitted in the First Class Cruiser Suffolk and in 
the sloop Merlin. 

The Second Class Cruisers High flyer (Belleville Boilers) and Minerva (cylin- 
drical boilers) carried out a series of comparative trials, the results of which were 
embodied in a Parliamentary Return. 

The Boiler Committee appointed by Lord Goschen commenced their sittings 
in September last, but their experiments have not been concluded. The Minerva 
and the Second Class Cruiser Hyacinth (Belleville boilers) have been placed at the 
disposal of the Boiler Committee for comparative experiments. The Minerva’s 
trials have commenced. 

At the special request of the Board, an ad interim report has just been presented 
by the Committee in reply to certain specific questions specially addressed to it. 
This report will be laid before Parliament, and all outstanding orders for boilers will 
be immediately reconsidered, and, if necessary, revised in the light of the information 
afforded by this report. 

The Torpedo Boat Destroyers Viper and Cobra, whose propelling machinery 
is of the turbine type, have completed their contract trials, obtaining high speeds. They 
will be further tested on service as soon as practicable. There are still many points 
connected with this system of propulsion which require experimental investigation. 


DOCKYARDS. 


Satisfactory progress has, on the whole, been made during the current year 
on New Construction in the Dockyards. It is anticipated that, despite some delays 
which have occurred in deliveries of armour and work on propelling machinery, 
and the large amount of repairing work performed on ships in Reserve, the amounts 
voted for labour and issue of ordinary materials, will in almost every respect be fully 
realised. Every endeavour is being made to attain this result. 

The number of men employed in the Dockyards has been gradually increased 
during the year to meet the additional work thrown on them by the growth of the 
Fleet. 


The number of workmen borne in the Home Dockyards on the Ist April, 1900. 
and on the Ist January, 1901, are as follows :-— 


April, 1900 - = 2+ 2 2s © = 28,833 
January, 1901 - -_ = = = + «= 30,350 
—— 


Increase - - - - - - - 1,497 


This increased number includes about 690 Dockyard and Naval Artificer 
Apprentices who were entered in July, 1900. 
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STATEMENT—NAVY ESTIMATES, 1901-1902. 
LarGce Reparrs during 1900-1901 at Home Dockyarps. 


The following ships have been or will be completed in the Yards :— 


Amphion. Immortalite. 
Anson. Imperieuse. 
Beagle. Iphigenia. 
Blanche. Lapwing. 
Camperdow?. Narcissus. 
Eclipse. Nymphe. 
*(rarnet. Pallas. 
Grafton. Pegasus. 
Harrier. Rattler. 
Hawke. Revenge. 
Hazard. * Ruby. 
Hebe. Sparrow. 
Hood. Talbot. 
Hussar. * Tourmaline. 


* Converting into Coal Hulks. 


The following ships are now in hand, or their refit will be commenced during 
1900-1901 :— 


Barrosa. Melpomene (if decided to pro- 
Blonde. ceed with Refit). 

Doris. Peacock. 

Europa. Pearl. 

Fearless. Pheasant. 

Hecate. Powerful. 

Ilermes. Swallow. 

Leander. Venus. 


ine details of the Repairs and Refits to be carried out in 1901-1902 appear in 
the Appendix to the Navy Estimates. The principal items of work to be undertaken 
in this section are :— 


* Audacious. Mohawk. 
Bar fleur. Por poise. 
Centurion. Spider. 
Howe. Tartar. 

* Invincible. Undaunted, 


* Conversion into bases for Torpedo Boat Destroyers. 
\ 


NEW SHIPBUILDING PROGRAMME. 
We propose to lay down in the coming financial year— 
3 Battleships. 
Armoured Cruisers, 
Third Class Cruisers. 
Torpedo Boat Destroyers. 
Torpedo Boats. 
Sloops. 
Submarine Boats (ordered and work commenced in 1909). 
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Of these 2 Battleships, 1 Armoured Cruiser, and 2 Sloops will be built in the 
Royal Dockyards. The rest will be built by Contract. 

The total Vote proposed for New Construction is £9,003,256, of which 
£8,465,406 will be devoted to pushing forward the ships already in hand to the 
utmost of our power and to work on the submarine boats, and £537,850 to start 
work on the additional ships to be commenced. The object aimed at in this distri- 
bution of the money is to advance the work on the many ships now under con- 
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struction as far as possible towards completion, and to place the ships to be newly 
commenced into such a position that the utmost possible amount of work can be 
put into them in 1902-3. 


The arrears in the delivery of hulls, armour-plates, guns, gun-mountings, and 
machinery has been a continual source of anxiety equally to the last and the present 
Board. The financial position of Messrs. Maudslay and of Messrs. Earle greatly con- 
tributed to the difficulties experienced in the deliveries of machinery. A Committee 
has been appointed to thoroughly investigate the causes of the arrears in every case, 
and to advise how a recurrence of the evil can best be obviated. The Committee 
consists of Mr. H. O. Arnold-Forster, M.P., Rear-Admiral A. K. Wilson, C.B., V.C., 
Sir Thomas Sutherland, G.C.M.G., and Sir Francis Evans, K.C.M.G. 


NAVAL ORDNANCE. 


The amount required under the Naval Ordnance Vote is larger than the original 
Vote for 1900-1901 by £915,000. An additional Estimate of £753,200 was, 
however, taken under this Vote during the year, so the net increase over 1900-1901 
is £161,800. 

A sum of £420,000 is included in the Estimate in practical completion of the 
policy of increasing the reserves of guns and ammunition. 

Provision is also included for the continuation of the issue of armour-piercing 
shell to the Fleet. 

Deliveries of the new design of 12-in. B.L. wire gun have been made, and these 
guns are now mounted in the Battleships of the Formidable Class. 

Some delay has occurred in the completion of the new 9-2 in. B.L, Guns, as the 
trial of the first gun showed that a slight modification of design was necessary. 
Deliveries are, however, now being made, the first two guns having been mounted 
in H.M.S. Cressy, and it is hoped that the guns for succeeding ships will be ready 
by the time they are required. 

A new gun of 7°5-in. calibre has been tried satisfactorily, and has .been 
approved. 

A 5-in. B.L. gun has been converted to take the Welin breech screw, and the 
design has been approved. 

Progress is being made each year with the re-armament of the Fleet with *303-in. 
Maxims in lieu of the older patterns of machine guns. 

Telescopic sights have been adopted for Q.F. guns, and the supply is proceeding. 

A new design of mounting for the 9°2-in. gun has been tried during the past 
year with very satisfactory results. 

As the result of experience gained in South Africa and China some modifica- 
tions and additions are being made to the seamen’s equipment for service on shore. 

Wireless telegraph apparatus has been obtained and supplied to a certain 
number of ships at home and abroad. 


NEW WORKS. 
Works PROVIDED IN ESTIMATES. 


Chatham.—Good progress has been made with the New Building Slip, Shops. 
&c. The New Foundry will be completed early in next financial year. 

Portsmouih.—V ery satisfactory progress has been made with the New Smithery 
connected with it, and it is expected the work will be completed during next financial 
year, 


Devonport.—Good progress has been made with the New Building Slip ; the 
Shops will be commenced shortly. 
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STATEMENT—NAvy ESTIMATES, 1901-1902. xiii. 


Pembroke.—A contract has been made for the New Smithery, and considerable 
progress has been made. It is expected that the work will be completed in 1901- 
1902. 

Bermuda.—A contract has been made for the supply of the ironwork to be sent 
from England for the Bridge between Somerset and Watford Islands. The exea- 
vation of a berth for the floating dock at Bermuda will probably not be completed 
till 1902. 

Dredging.—The deepening of French Creek at Malta has been progressing, 
and a considerable amount of dredging has been done at Wei-hai-Wei. 

Coaling Depots.—A new Subhead has been introduced into Vote 10 in connection 
with coaling arrangements generally at Home and Abroad. (Good progress is being 
made with the works already started at Chatham. 

Hospitals.—Progress continues to be made with the work of providing additional 
and improved Hospital accommodation at Home and Abroad. 


Naval Armaments.—The torpedo range at Portland is expected to be prac- 
tically finished by the end of next financial year ; the contract for the pier is nearly 
completed, and one for the superstructure has recently been made. 


PROGRESS UNDER Naval Works Loan Acts. 

Chatham.—Dock. A contract has been made, and the work is well in hand. 

Volombo.—The new Dock at this Station is in hand, being built by the Colonial 
Government. 

Malta.—Dockyard Extension. Tenders for this contract are under con- 
sideration. Dredging on sites of Wharf and Breakwater preparatory to their con- 
struction has been in progress for some time. 

Dartmouth.—Britannia Royal Naval College. A contract for the main building 
and sick quarters has been made. Much work has been done in making roads, &e. 


Magazines.—Work is progressing satisfactorily ; that at Portsmouth in par- 
ticular being in an advanced condition. The scheme at Chatham comprises an 
entirely new establishment. 


Hospitals.—The Infectious Hospital at Haulbowline is completed, and Haslar 
Hospital will be completed in 1901-1902. 


\ Inclosure and Defence of Harbours. 


(ibraltar.—The Admiralty Mole Extension was brought up to water-level 
throughout its whole length by 30th September, 1898. The Quay Wall on the 
Harbour side of the Mole has been brought up to coping level for a distance of 2,358 
feet. New Coal Sheds 750 feet in length have been completed on the Mole. The 
Detached Mole has been completed except portions of the upper structure and the 
round heads at the north and south extremities. On the Commercial Mole the 
reclamation and wharf wall are finished, and a portion of the new wharf has been 
opened for traffic. The Northern Arm is well advanced, and the Viaduct and 
Western Arm are well in hand. 


Portland.—Vhe whole of the new Breakwater was brought up to water-level 
on the 17th April, 1899, and the work is being increased to the full section. The 
facing of a portion of the Breakwater has been commenced. 


. 


Dover.—Admiralty Pier Extension.—The excavation for the foundation has 
heen executed for about 450 feet, and block setting is in progress. The foundation 
course has been laid for a Jength of 440 feet, and the blockwork has been completed 
fora length of 260 feet at low water level. ‘The work at the junction with the existing 
Pier Head has been carried up to within two courses of low water. 





xiv. STATEMENT—NAvy EstIMATES, 1901-1902 


East Reclamation.—The wall is now practically complete to cope level for a 
length of about 1,250 feet. Considerable progress has been made with the filling 
at the back of the wall, and the Eastern half of the Blockyard is now being laid out. 


East Arm and Root Wall.—Ten Bays of the East Arm temporary Staging have 
now been completed. Two goliaths, one 60 tons and one of 40 tons, are in use on 
this staging, and a second machine for 40 ton loads is in course of erection. About 
100 feet of the foundations have been completed in the Root Wall, and about 100 
feet of the East Arm above low-water level ; a considerable quantity of concrete. 
in-mass has been deposited, and some of the Root Wall blocks have been set. 


Adapting Naval Ports to Present Needs of Fleet. 


Deepening Harbours and Approaches.—The dredging is finished at Chatham 
and Haulbowline. The dredging of Portsmouth Harbour i is still in progress. The 
removal of the Vanguard, Rubble Bank, and Cremyll Shoals at Devonport is com- 
pleted. The dredging above Saltash Bridge is in hand. 

Keyham Dockyard Extension.—Graving Dock No. 4.—Side and end walls 
are complete. Excavation hetween the side walls is practically completed. Con- 
ereting under the floor is completed for a length of 375 feet. 

Graving Dock, No. 5.—Execavation of rock is nearly completed, and setting 
of granite floor stones has been commenced. 

Graving Dock, No. 6.—Good progress is being made in the excavation of the 
rock. 

Entrance Lock.—The west wall is built to underside of coping for a length ot 
300 feet. and for the remaining length to level of 8 feet below coping. On site of 
Hoor and east wall the mud is being removed. 

Closed Basin. —The North Wall is nearly completed, East Wall is completed. 
A length of 640 feet of West Wall has been constructed up to levels varying from 
38 feet to 15 feet below coping. Excavation for Caisson Camber at entrance is in 
progress. Excavation of mud on site of basin has been continued. 


Tidal Basin.—East and South Walls, also South Arm at entrances, are completed. 


Outer Wall.—The wall is in progress and has been built to level of 3 feet below 
coping for a length of 160 feet at South end. 

Gibraltar Dockyard Extension.—Vhe Reclamation is in progress; pile foun 
dations are being driven, and the superstructures of the Chiet Constructor’s and 
Chief Engineer’s shops are in hand. The excavation of the New Mole Parade and 
the retaining Walls have been completed. The excavation for No. 1 Dock is in 
progress. ‘The dam for No. 3 Dock is finished ; the enclosed area is pumped dry, 
and the excavation is in progress. 

Hong Kong.—The Contractors have commenced the work of constructing the 
dock, reclaiming head providing wharf walls and a basin, and erecting additional 
shops. 

Simon's Bay Dockyard Extension.—A tender has been accepted for this work. 
The necessary land has been aceuired, and the houses on the property are being 


converted into quarters. 


“aval Barracks, &c. 


Chatham Naval Barracks.—The West Block of the Seamen’s Quarters is nearly 
completed, and the two remaining blocks are well in hand. The Officers’ Mess and 
the North and South Blocks of Officers’ Quarters are approaching completion. 
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STATEMENT—- NAVY EstiMATEs, 1901-1902. XV. 


Sheerness Naval Barracks.—The proposal to build new barracks for the Gunnery 
School at Sheerness has been abandoned, as the only available site was tonnd on 
examination to be unsuitable on sanitary grounds. Negotiations for a site at 
Chatham are in progress. 


Portsmouth Naval Barracks.—The War Office have transferred the Anglesea 
Barracks and have arranged for the transfer of further land required on the site 
of the Military Hospital. One block of Seamen’s Quarters is up to root level; the 
second block is up to second-floor level, and the third block has been commenced, 


Keyham Naval Barracks.—The Eastern block of Seamen’s Quarters is practi- 
cally finished ; the western block is nearly finished. The Officers’ Mess and Quarters 
are roofed in. 

Chatham Naval Hospital.—The work is in hand, and some of the buildings 
are up to first-floor level. 

A Naval Works Loan Bill to provide during the next two years for certain new 
works and for the expenditure on works already authorised will shortly be introduced. 


SELBORNE. 


1st Mareh 1901 
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DEALT WITH IN VOLUME 
Those marked thus * are Government Bills. 
the last column relate to the page in this volume. 


APPENDIX II. 





PUBLIC BILLS 


indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 


XCI. 


The figures in parentheses it 


“{H.L.]” following the title 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. 
*Berwickshire County 
Town [H.L.] 


*County Courts (Ireland) 
[H.L. | 

Intoxicating Liquor 
(Sale to Travellers) 
[H.L. | 


Licensing Board [H.L.] 


Licensing Law Amend. 
ment [H.L. | 
Military Instruction 


(Schools and Cadets) 


[ H.L. | 

Polling Arrangements 
(Parliamentary 
Boroughs) [H.L. ] 


Polling Districts 
(County Councils) 


[H.L. | 
Prevention of Corrup- 
tion [H.L.] 
*Prisons (Scotland) [H.L. ] 


Public Libraries [H.L. | 


Brought in by 


Lord Balfou , 


Lord Ashbou ThE 


Bishop of Winchester 


Earl of Camperdown 
Lord Windsor 


Viscount de Montimorency 


Lord Ribblesdale 


Lord Ribblesdale 


Lord Alverstone 
Lord Balfour 
Lord Windsor 


Progress. 


Committee, Report, 19 Mar. 
(369); Read 3¢ 21 Mar. 
(667) 

Read 2¢ 15 Mar. (45) 


Read 24 21 Mar. (642) 


Read 1418 Mar. (215) 
Read 1“ 26 Mar. (1266) 


Read 1¢ 25 Mar. (1063) 


Read 1¢ 21 Mar. (639) 


Read 1“ 21 Mar. (63%) 


Read 1" 22 Mar. (834) 
Read 2“ 19 Mar. (366) 


Read 2“ 18 Mar. (211); 
Committee, 25 Mar. (1063) 





Title of Bill. 


Aged Pensioners 
*Army (Annual) 


Beer 


*Berwickshire County Town [H.L. ] 


Burial Grounds (Loans) (Scotland) | Capt. Sineluir 


VOL. XCI. 








Srought in by. 


Mr. Purvis 


| 
| 
| 


[FourTH SeriEs.] 3 [ 


Mr. Goulding 


Mr. Brodrick 


(B.) House or Commons. 


Progress. 


Read 1° 22 Mar. (929) 
| Read 1° 25 Mar.(1155) 
| Read 2° 27 Mar.(1441) 


| Read 1° 22 Mar. (882) 


| Read 1’ 15 Mar. (129) 








XViil 


House or ComMons—cont. 





Title of Bill. 


*Consolidated Fund (No. 1) 


County Justices’ Clerks 
Cremation [H.L.] 
Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) 
Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act 
(1886) Amendment 

*Demise of Crown 

*Electric Lighting (London) 
Foreigners’ Marriages 
Home hadhistbies 
Housing of the Working Classes 
Housing of the Working Classes and 


Rating 
*Isolation Hospitals 


Libel 

Local Authorities Officers’ Super- 
annuation 

Military Instruction (Schools and 
Cadets) 


Old Age Pensions (No. 5) 

Registration of Clubs 

Registration of Firms 

Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to 
Children 

School Board Electorate (Scotland) 

Sites Values (London) Rating 


*Summary Jurisdiction (Ireland) 


Weights and Measures 


Brought in by 





Sir 


Mr 


Mr. 
Mr. 


a 
sur 


Mr 


Dr. 
Mr 


Sir 


MW. Hicks Beach 


. Lloyd Morgan 


Catheart Wason 
Weir 
It. Finlay 


Gerald Balfour 


* Macdona 
Charles Douglas 


* Maenanara 


MMuenamara 


Walter Long 


Joh i I] lor 


Major Lasch 


Sir 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


J. Kennaway 


Bousfield 
Cain 

Emmott 
Crombie 

Weir 

Sydney Buston 
Atkinson 


Bousfield 


| Read 1°15 Mar. 


Progress. 


/Read 1° 25 Mar. (1263); 


Read 2’ 26 Mar. 


(1387) ; 
27 Mar. (1441) 

Read 1° 22 Mar. (928) 

Read 1°19 Mar. (422 
Read 1° 19 Mar. (426) 
Read 1°15 Mar. (129) 
Read 1°25 Mar.(1126) 
Read 1°26 Mar. (1387) 
Read 1°19 Mar. (426) 
Read 1°26 Mar. (1387) 
Read 1° 19 Mar. (425); 
Withdrawn 22 Mar. 


(881) 
Read 1°26 Mar. (1386) 


| Read 1° 21 Mar. (743) 


Read 1°15 Mar. (128) 


Read 1°22 Mar (929) 
Read 1° 19 Mar. ( $25) 
Read 1° 20 Mar. (632) 


Read 1°19 Mar. (427) 


Read 1° 22 Mar. (929) 


Read 2°20 Mar. (565) 


(128) 


| Read 1°19 Mar. (426) 


Read 1°19 Mar. (427) 


Read 1° 20 Mar. (631) 
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APPENDIX IIL. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 1901. 





List oF RuULEs, OrpErs, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 


of the House. 


[Continuction of List given in preceding Volume. | 





Title of Paper. 


Board of Education,—Copy of Revised Regulations of 25 March 
the 2lst March, 1901, as to certificates of Age, 
Proficiency, and School Attendance [39 and 40 Vie., 
ce. 79, s. 24] 


Inebriates Acts, i879 to 1899 (Rules for Retreats), 26 March 
Copy of Rules for Retreats licensed under the 
Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1899, dated 28th February, 
1901, approved by the Secretary of State for the | 
Home Department, in substitution for the Rules 
dated 18th October, 1900 [61 and 62 Vic., c. 60, s. 21 
(1)] 


Land Transier Act, 1897,--Copy of Order in Council 26 March 
of 9th March, 1901, postponing the operation of the | 
Land Transfer Order in Council of 18th July, 1898, 
as regards the city of London until the Ist January, 
1902 [60 and 61 Vie., e. 65, s. 20 (9)] 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Factory and Workshop Acts (Manufacture of Earth- 27 March 
enware and China),—Copy of Amended Special | 
Rules for the Manufacture of Earthenware and 
China [58 and 59 Vic., ¢. 37, s. 28 (1)] 


| 

Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899,— | 27 March 
Copy of Amending General Order for the Regulation | 
of Proceedings under and in pursuance of The Private | 
Legislation Procedure (Seotland) Act, 1899 (62 and | 
G3 Vie., ¢. 47, s. 15 (3)] 








| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Date from which | Period to lie upon 
the Period runs. 


the Table. 


One month 


4 weeks (whilst the 
House is sitting) 


10 days 


40 days 


One month 








